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During  January  1987,  archaeologists  from  Garrow  &  Associates,  Inc. 
conducted  an  intensive  archaeological  survey  along  both  sides  of  a  14.8 
segment  of  the  Obion  River  system,  western  Tennessee,  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks.  Three  sites  and  two  isolated  finds 
were  found  within  the  project  direct  impact  zone,  in  the  construction 
right-of-way,  while  another  16  sites  and  four  isolated  finds  were  located 
outside  of  this  area,  at  distances  of  up  to  two  kilometers  from  the  river 
channel.  The  sites  located  outside  the  right-of-way  included  nine  previously 
recorded  sites,  whose  location  had  to  be  verified,  as  well  as  seven  newly 
discovered  sites  and  four  isolated  finds.  Documentation  of  these  properties 
was  conducted  with  the  encouragement  and  permission  of  the  Contracting 
Officer's  Representative.  At  the  three  sites  found  in  the  right-of-way.  contour 
mapping,  controlled  surface  collection,  geomorphological  analyses,  and  test 
unit  excavations  were  undertaken,  providing  information  on  their  content, 
extent,  and  environmental  setting.  The  three  sites  were  found  to  be  shallow, 
low  density  and/or  disturbed  scatters.  None  were  recommended  for  further 
investigation.  The  Information  from  the  twenty  five  archaeological  sites  and 
isolated  finds  found  during  the  project  investigations  help  document  the 
nature  of  past  human  use  of  the  Obion  River  region  of  northwestern 
Tennessee. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 


From  January  5th  through  24th,  1S87.  archaeologists  from  Garrow  & 
Associates,  Inc.  conducted  an  Intensive  archaeological  survey  along  branches  of 
the  Obion  River  in  northwestern  Tennessee.  The  work  was  conducted  for  the 
Memphis  District  of  the  U.  S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  in  response  to  their 
Solicitation  No.  DACW66-86-R-0077  for  A  Cultural  Resources  Survey  and 
Testing  Program  of  Item  1 ,  Below  Sharon  and  Sidonia,  in  Obion,  Weakley,  and 
Gibson  Counties,  Western  Tennessee,  which  was  issued  August  4,  1986.  The 
project  area  encompassed  approximately  14.8  miles  of  channel  widening  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  River 
(Figure  1). 

The  exact  location  of  thesurvey  area  is  given  in  Chapter  II,  in  conjunction  with 
a  description  of  local  environmental  conditions.  Chapter  III  reviews  previous 
archaeological  investigations  in  the  general  region,  and  summarizes  current 
research  concerns.  As  such,  it  stands  as  the  project  research  design. 
Chapter  fV  focuses  on  the  results  of  previous  archaeological  investigations  in 
the  immediate  study  area.  Methods  by  which  the  project's  objectives  were 
achieved  are  detailed  in  Chapter  V.  Chapters  VI  and  VII  describe  in  detail  the 
cultural  properties  (sites  and  isolated  finds)  found  within  and  outside  of  the 
project  direct  impact  zone,  respectively.  Conclusions  and  Reccommendations 
are  provided  in  Chapter  VIIl.  Descriptive  inventories  of  project  artifacts, 
correspondence,  surveying  conditions,  as  v/ell  as  a  brief  description  of  the 
project  personnel,  are  to  be  found  in  the  Appendices. 

Although  a  comparatively  small  scale  survey,  a  fairly  extensive  amount  of 
information  on  site  occurrence  and  content  in  this  part  of  northv/est 
Tennessee  was  collected.  Twenty  five  cultural  properties  were  examined, 
including  nineteen  sites  and  six  isolated  finds.  All  but  two  of  these  had 
prehistoric  components:  one  site  and  one  isolated  find  were  characterized 
solely  by  historic  remains.  Eleven  sites  and  one  isolated  find  had  both 
prehistoric  and  historic  components  present.  Of  the  twenty  five  cultural 
properties,  three  sites  and  two  isolated  finds  were  found  within  the  project 
direct  impact  zone.  Another  16  sites  and  four  Isolated  finds  were  located  just 
outside  of  the  project  right-of-way,  at  distances  of  up  to  2  kilometers  from  the 
river  channel.  These  included  nine  previously  recorded  sites  near  the 
right-of-wa3^  whose  location  had  to  be  checked,  as  well  as  several  newly 
discovered  sites.  The  description  and  documentation  of  sites  outside  the 
immediate  project  impact  area  was  conducted  with  the  permission  and 
encouragement  of  the  Contracting  Officer's  Representative,  Mr.  Douglas 
Prescott  of  the  Memphis  Corps  of  Engineers. 

At  the  three  sites  in  the  project  right-of-way,  mapping,  controlled  collection 
procedures,  geomorphological  analyses,  and  test  unit  excavations  were 
undertaken,  providing  comprehensive  coverage  of  their  extent,  content,  and 
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environmental  setting.  Upon  examination,  none  of  the  sites  in  the  direct 
impact  zone  was  found  to  warrant  further  investigation.  Their  examination, 
and  the  data  collected  from  the  other  sites  near  the  project  area,  however, 
provide  a  useful  picture  of  the  past  use  of  the  Obion  River  channel  margins. 

All  artifacts,  photographs  and  notes,  and  copies  of  maps  and  analysis  sheets 
produced  as  a  result  of  the  Obion  River  Survey  Project  have  been  curated  at 
the  Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation's  Pinson  Mounds  Archaeological 
Area,  Pinson,  Tennessee,  The  artifacts  have  been  accessioned  and  cataloged 
to  Division  of  Archaeology  standards,  and  have  been  stored  in  clearly  labeled, 
deterioration  resistant  containers.  Copies  of  completed  site  forms  for  all  the 
cultural  properties  encountered  during  the  project  (sites  and  isolated  finds) 
are  on  file  in  the  Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation,  Division  of 
Archaeology  state  site  files  in  Nashville. 
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PROJECT  LOCATION 

The  Obion  River  cultural  resources  survey  project  area  is  located  in  Obion. 
Weakley  and  Gibson  counties,  in  extreme  northwestern  Tennessee.  The  study 
area  encompassed  Just  under  1,000  acres  of  land,  in  two  major  segments, 
described  as  the  Sharon  and  Sidonia  tracts  (Figure  2).  The  Sharon  tract 
extends  for  7.6  miles  along  both  sides  of  the  channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the 
Obion  River,  with  the  survey  corridor  300  feet  wide  on  the  north  side  of  the 
channel,  and  100  feet  wide  on  the  south  side.  The  total  area  examined  was 
approximately  380  acres.  The  Sidonia  tract  extends  for  ca.  7.2  miles  along  the 
channelized  main  course  and  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River.  Along  the  Sidonia 
tract,  the  corridor  width  varied  considerably,  ranging  from  300  to  700  feet 
away  from  the  channel.  The  total  survey  area  along  this  segment  was 
approximately  605  acres,  including  45  acres  along  the  course  of  three  small 
laterals.  Specific  corridors  examined  along  each  tract  are  illustrated  in 
Appendix  IV,  together  with  a  description  of  survey  conditions. 


MODERN  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONDITIONS 
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Descriptions  of  the  general  environmental  setting  of  this  portion  of  Tennessee 
have  been  presented  in  previous  archaeological  studies  undertaken  in  this 
region,  mostly  overviews  of  National  Wildlife  Refuges,  or  cultural  resource 
project  reports  (e.g.,  Peterson  1979a,  1979b:  Smith  1979a,  1979b:  Dickson 
and  Campbell  1979:  Mainfort  1985:  Jolly  1985).  This  record  of  previous 
research,  although  limited,  provides  an  initial  baseline  for  the  study  of  historic 
and  prehistoric  human  settlement  in  the  region.  In  general,  studies 
undertaken  using  both  aboriginal  and  early  historic  settlement  data  from  the 
general  region  have  shown  that  sites  are  consistently  associated  with  certain 
landforms  and/or  reconstructed  vegetational  communities.  In  particular,  sites 
of  all  periods  are  most  common  on  natural  levee  settings  bordering  formerly 
active  stream  channels:  occupation  appears  to  have  favored  these  areas 
because  they  were  only  infrequently  flooded.  Control  of  both  former  drainage 
and  vegetational  patterns  is  thus  critical  to  understanding  and  evaluating  the 
location  and  significance  of  cultural  resources  found  in  the  project  area. 

The  project  area  is  located  in  the  Western  Tennessee  portion  of  the  Gulf 
Coastal  Plain  physiographic  province  (Fenneman  1938:  Miller  1974). 
Characterized  by  level,  poorly  drained  terrain  in  the  lowlands  to  gently  rolling 
terrain  in  the  uplands,  the  surface  structure  of  the  region  is  shaped  by  eroded 
Pleistocene  loess  (eolian  silt)  deposits  (Saucier  1974).  These  deposits, 
approximately  80  feet  in  thickness  near  the  Mississippi,  taper  eastward  until 
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Figure  2. 

Obion  River  Prqect  Area,  West  Tennessee 
(Item  1,  below  Sharon  and  Sidonia) 
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they  finger  out  in  the  West  Tennessee  Upland  portion  of  the  Coastal  Plain 
(Figure  3).  In  the  study  area  these  sediments  are  approximately  10  to  15  feet 
thick  (Springer  and  Elder  1980).  Most  present  terrain  features  were  shaped 
during  the  Wisconsinan  glaciation,  from  ca.  70,000  to  10,000  B.P.,  although 
Saucier  (n.d)  has  identified  earlier  (Sangamonian)  terrace  remnants. 

The  modern  climate  in  the  study  area  is  characterized  by  mild  winters,  hot 
summers,  and  abundant  rainfall:  detailed  climatic  information  is  available  from 
a  National  Weather  Service  recording  station  at  Union  City,  in  eastern  Obion 
County  (Vaiksnoras  1973:2-4).  Average  annual  temperature  is  59  degrees 
Fahrenheit,  with  average  daily  temperature  ranging  from  slightly  below 
freezing  in  winter  to  the  upper  sixties  in  the  summer.  Temperature  extremes 
from  109  degrees  to  minus  23  degrees  have  been  noted  since  records  have 
been  maintained.  The  freeze-free  period,  or  growing  season,  averages  210 
days,  from  late  March  to  late  October.  The  area  has  an  average  annual  rainfall 
of  approximately  49  inches.  Precipitation  is  fairly  evenly  spread  over  the 
course  of  the  year,  although  the  heaviest  precipitation  typically  occurs  in  late 
winter  and  early  spring.  In  late  spring  and  early  summer  most  rain  falls  in 
comparatively  brief  thunderstorms  or  showers. 

Lithic  materials  of  value  to  prehistoric  populations  are  comparatively  scarce  in 
the  imm.ediate  study  area.  Tan  to  buff  colored  cherts  occur  in  gravel  bar 
deposits  along  the  Mississippi,  and  in  stream  beds  at  the  eastern  edge  of  the 
loess  beds,  where  the  underlying  Tertiary  deposits  are  exposed  (Jolly  1985:6). 
Tan  cherts  were  infrequently  observed  at  the  base  of  drainage  channels  in  the 
eastern  portion  of  the  project  area,  although  no  evidence  for  prehistoric  use  of 
these  deposits  was  noted.  Camden  and  Fort  Payne  cherts  are  also  observed  on 
local  sites,  although  these  do  not  occur  locally,  and  reflect  trade  or  direct 
procurement  from  the  western  Tennessee  River  Valley  area.  Ferruginous 
sandstone,  another  material  observed  on  many  project  area  sites,  occurs 
locally  in  fragipan  deposits  at  depths  of  several  meters  below  the  surface. 
Locally  occurring  cherts  and  ferruginous  sandstones  appear  to  have  been  fairly 
rare,  and  would  likely  have  been  available  only  in  heavily  dissected  areas. 


DEPOSITIONAL  CONDITIONS  IN  THE  S^UDY  AREA 


The  soils  in  the  study  area  are  developed  in  deep  loess  on  the  uplands  and  on 
alluvial  sediments  derived  from  transported  loessial  sediments  in  the  river 
valleys.  Some  lacustrine  materials  may  a)so  be  present  in  the  immediate  study 
area,  although  no  sediments  identified  as\  lacustrine  were  observed  during  the 
present  investigations.  The  loess  deposits  in  the  region  are  associated  mainly 
with  the  Wisconsinan  period  of  the  Pleistocene,  but  earlier  loess  deposits  have 
also  been  described  in  west  Tennessee  (jBuntley  et  al.  1977).  The  survey 
corridor  followed  the  predominantly  linear,  channelized  course  of  the  river, 
which  was  excavated  between  1910  and  1930  (Dickinson  1973:8).  Using  a 
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boat,  it  was  possible  to  examine  soil  profiles  from  3  to  5  meters  or  more  in 
depth  in  almost  every  area  of  the  project.  The  present  ctiannel  thus 
represents  a  Imear  transect  through  the  bottomland,  repeatedly  cross  cutting 
the  former  meandering  natural  courses  of  these  streams.  As  such,  old  stream 
channel,  levee/terrace,  and  backswamp  profiles  were  all  exposed  in  the  existing 
channel  walls.  Detailed  decriptions  of  soil  columns  from  the  three  sites  intensively 
examined  in  the  project  direct  impact  zone  are  provided  in  Chapter  VI.  A 
generalized  description  of  the  soil  characteristics  of  the  project  area  follows. 

Observations  along  the  river  banks  of  the  project  area,  made  during  the  boat 
reconnaissance,  indicated  a  great  deal  of  disturbance  in  the  upper  soil  horizons 
near  the  channel.  Immediately  along  the  channel,  and  up  to  fifty  or  so  meters  from 
it,  soils  dredged  out  during  the  channelization  are  found  (Figure  4).  Most  of  these 
deposits  remain  where  they  were  piled,  in  the  artificial  levees  paralleling  the 
channel.  In  a  number  of  areas  disturbed  soils  were  found  feathering  out  from  the 
levees,  in  project  shovel  tests,  at  distances  of  up  to  fifty  meters  from  the  bank. 
Inspection  of  freshly  channelized  areas  elsewhere  in  western  Tennessee  indicates 
that  these  distrurbed  soil  layers  are  the  result  of  intentional  leveling  activity,  and 
are  produced  by  dragging  earth  back  from  the  levee  margin. 

Logs,  some  showing  historic  period  saw  marks,  and  other  recent  organic  material 
such  as  leaves  and  branches,  were  observed  buried  by  three  to  five  meters  of 
sediment  in  bank  deposits  in  some  places  (Figure  4).  Much  of  the  disturbance 
along  the  surveyed  channel  itself  reflects  overburden  piled  on  the  former  ground 
surface  during  the  original  dredging.  A  moderate  amount  of  channel  migration 
within  the  excavated  course  of  the  river  has  also  occurred  within  the  past  fifty  years, 
felling  trees  along  eroding  bank  faces,  and  reburying  them  downstream  in  point 
bars.  The  problem  is  intense  enough  that  periodic  snagging,  or  log  removal,  is 
contracted  along  these  channels;  the  last  such  snagging  in  the  study  area  occurred 
approximately  twenty  years  ago. 

In  many  otherwise  undisturbed  areas,  up  to  a  meter  of  recent  sediment,  brought  in 
by  overbank  flooding,  overlies  the  original,  pre-channelization  or  pre-historic 
settlement  ground  surface.  The  major  soils  originally  occurring  along  the  river, 
and  now  buried,  are  characterized  by  a  "marsh  type"  morphology,  with  minimal 
pedogenic  (soil)  development.  Most  of  the  buried  soils  below  the  dredge  spoil 
material  showed  a  single  surface  horizon,  with  a  small  amount  of  organic  matter 
remaining.  Major  diagnostic  horizons  occurring  in  the  soils  of  the  study  area  are 
ochric  epipedons,  argillics,  and  fragipans.  No  buried  soil  zones  (Ab  horizons),  other 
than  the  original  surface  before  channelization,  were  observed  in  the  areas 
examined  in  detail  during  the  reconnaissance.  Landowners  in  the  immediate  area 
indicated  that,  prior  to  channelization,  virtually  the  entire  study  area  was  in 
seasonally  flooded  swamp.  One  such  owner,  in  fact,  described  fishing  activity  in 
what  are  now  drained  and  cultivated  fields  along  the  western  portion  of  the  Sidonia 
corridor,  and  noted  that  net  and  trot  line  fragments  were  still  sometimes  found 
during  plowing. 
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Figure  4. 

Depositional  Conditions,  Big  Cypress  Tree. 


ABOVE.  Logs  and  other  debris  in  tlie  profile  of  the 
channelized  course  of  die  Obion  river,  on  die  west  bank 
just  above  the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South 
Forks.  The  large  log  in  the  center  of  the  photo  was 
sawn. 

LEFT.  Tlie  bumed-out  shell  of  the  "Big  Cypress"  in  Big 
Cypress  Tree  State  Park,  on  die  nordi  side  of  die  Middle 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River.  Coring  undertaken  in  the 
1940’s  indicated  that  this  tree  was  appro.xiniately  1350 
years  old.  Measuring  68.8  feet  in  circumference,  it  was 
killed  by  lightning  in  1976. 
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Along  much  of  the  channel  intense  mottling  of  the  subsoils  was  evident,  the  result 
of  water  table  fluctuations.  Swampy  conditions  appear  to  have  considerable 
antiquity  in  the  projevct  area,  possibly  over  much  of  the  Holocene.  Just  above 
the  current  water  level  in  the  channel,  the  mottling  was  reddish  brown  and  in  some 
cases  a  slight  cementation  was  noted.  Subsoils  were  generally  gray  in  color  and 
indicated  saturated  conditions  for  long  periods  during  the  year.  In  areas  where  the 
overburden  colors  were  dark  yellowish  brown  of  dark  brown  (10YR4/4,  7.5YI14/4), 
upland  sediments  were  probably  used  for  fill  materials. 


GENERALIZED  SOIL  PROFILES  IN  THE  STUDY  AREA 


The  soils  in  the  immediate  project  area  are  mapped  as  Swamp  and  Waverly  series 
(Brown  et  al.  1973).  Swamp  soils  occur  in: 

low  wooded  areas  that  are  under  1  foot  to  3  feet  of  water  from  late  in 
fall  through  winter  and  spring  and  into  the  summer.  During  the 
wettest  years,  water  remains  nearly  all  year  in  some  areas,  especially 
those  near  Reelfoot  Lake.  In  amny,  the  water  table  remains  at  or 
near  the  surface  the  entire  summer.  In  others,  it  drops  as  much  as  3 
feet  below  the  surface.  The  soil  material  is  various  shades  of  gray. 

Along  the  Obion  River,  the  texture  is  silt  loam  or  silty  clay  loam. 

...The  soil  is  generally  neutral.  In  most  areas  slopes  are  less  than  1 
percent. 

Swamp  is  conspicuous  because  the  only  vegetation  is  water-tolerant 
trees,  such  as  baldcypress  and  water  tupelo.  Logging  is  difficult,  and 
tree  growth  is  slow. 

Swamp  is  a  choice  spot  for  duck  hunting  because  it  provides  water 
and  cover  during  the  hunting  season.  It  produces  little,  is  any,  food 
for  v'pterfowl.  Because  water  is  near  the  surface.  Swamp  is  cool  in 
summer  and  is  an  excellent  spot  for  deer  to  bed  down  (Brown  et  al. 
1973:28-29). 

Swamp  soils  tend  to  occur  back  away  from  foi-mer  channel  courses,  in  backswamp 
areas. 

Backswamp  soils,  as  well  as  soils  closer  to  the  former  terrace  and  levee  margins, 
immediately  along  the  former  stream  courses,  are  also  classified  as  Waverly  silt 
loam,  frequently  flooded: 

This  poorly  drained  soil  occupies  some  of  the  lowest  areas  on  the 
Obion  River  bottoms.  It  consists  of  sediments  that  are  washed  from 
the  uplands  of  northwest  Tennessee  and  part  of  western  Kentucky. 

Slopes  are  0  to  2  percent.  The  soil  is  gray,  friable  silt  loam  to  a  depth  of 


Page  -  1 0 


Figure  5. 

Bank  Profiles. 
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6  feet  or  more.  Included  in  mapping  are  a  few  strips  of  better  drained 
soils  along  old  sloughs  and  ditches  and  spots  of  soils  that  are  loam  or 
fine  sandy  loam. 

This  Waverly  soil  is  flooded  during  most  of  the  winter  and  spring. 
Floodwater  stands  in  some  places  during  any  heavy  rainfall.  The 
water  table  is  at  or  near  the  surface  throughout  the  winter  and 
spring.  It  probably  remains  within  a  depth  of  4  feet  during  most  of  the 
summer  and  fall. 

Exces  water  makes  this  soil  practically  imposible  to  work...  The 
content  of  phosphorus  and  potassium  is  low.  This  soil  is  strongly 
acid. 

...This  soil  is  excellent  for  growing  food  and  cover  for  wildlife  (Brown 
etal.  1973:30-31). 

Prior  to  early  twentieth  century  channelization, the  study  area  was  thus 
characterized  by  meandering  stream  morphology,  with  numerous  backswamp 
areas  and  oxbcw  lakes.  The  old,  meandering  channel  may  be  followed  on  U.  S.  G. 
S.  Quadrangle  maps  of  the  area,  and  on  aerial  photographs  (see  Figure  2  and 
Appendix  IV). 


BIOTIC  COMMUNITIES 

The  project  area  is  located  in  the  Mississippi  embayment  section  of  the  Western 
Mesophytic  Forest  Region  (Braun  1950:157)  and  the  Carolinian  Biotic  Province  (Dice 
1943:16;  see  also  Mainfort  1985:4-5).  Modern  biotic  communities  are  the  result  of 
extensive  hi.<5toric  modification.  Most  upland  areas  have  been  cleared  and 
cultivated,  while  low  lying  areas  have  been  logged  and  drained.  As  a  result  of  the 
extensive  channelization  that  has  occurred  from  the  early  twentieth  century  to  the 
present  day,  water  tables  and  drainage  patterns  have  been  altered  considerably. 
Many  former  wetlands  in  the  immediate  study  area,  for  example,  are  now  drained 
and  under  cultivation.  From  pollen  cores,  early  historic  era  accounts,  and  General 
Land  Office  survey  records,  it  is  possible  to  determine  the  character  of 
pre-settlement  vegetation.  Although  no  detailed  reconstructions  have  been 
attempted  in  the  immediate  project  area,  Shelford  (1963:89-114)  has  documented 
early  historic  vugetational  communities  around  Reelfoot  Lake,  immediately  to  the 
west. 

In  brief,  higher,  interriverine  areas  were  dominated  by  an  Oak-Hickory  and  Tulip 
Oak  Forests,  with  some  pines,  while  the  terraces  and  bottoms  were  occupied  by  a 
number  of  drainage  sensitive  communities,  including  bald  cypress  in  lower  areas, 
and  cottonwood-willow  and  sugarberry-elm  sweetgum  forests  in  slightly  higher 
areas  (Shelford  1963:94-114).  These  communities  were  fully  established  over  the 
general  region  by  approximately  5000  B.P.,  towards  the  end  of  the  Hypsithermal,  or 
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middle-Holocene  interval  (Delcourt  and  Delcourt  1981, 1985:20).  Prior  to  tnis,  a  more 
generalized  oak-hickory  mixed  hardwood  forest  was  present,  which  emerged  in  the 
late  Pleistocene,  following  the  glacial  maximum  (Delcourt  and  Delcourt  1981:145, 
1985.  These  communities  would  have  produced  extensive  nut  mast,  a  food  resource 
of  considerable  value  to  both  human  and  game  animal  populations.  The  range  of 
wild  plant  resources  exploited  by  aboriginal  populations  in  the  general  region  has 
been  detailed  by  Cleland  (1966),  Yarnell  and  Black  (1985),  Smith  (1986),  and  others. 
Mainfort  (1985:4)  has  noted  that  several  species  of  seed  producing  plants  of  the 
Eastern  Agricultural  Complex  (e.g..  Ford  1985),  are  common  in  the  floodplain  zone 
in  the  project  area.  These  species  include  Chenopodium  album  scad  Polygonum  sp., 
which  were  domesticated  by  prehistoric  American  Indian  populations  elsewhere  in 
the  midwest,  and  may  have  been  cultivated  locally. 

The  isolated  and  now  dead  cypress  in  Big  Cypress  State  Park  on  the  north  side  of  the 
Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  in  the  immediate  project  impact  zone,  offers  mute 
testimony  of  the  former  vegetation  in  the  area  (Figure  4).  Located  100  feet  north  of 
the  channel  approximately  three  miles  east  of  the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and 
South  Forks  of  the  Obion,  the  tree  was  examined  in  detail  by  the  Tennessee  Forestry 
Department  in  1946  (Prins  1965:55-56;  Vaughan  1983:35-38),  At  that  time  it 
measured  122  feet  tall  and  55  feet  8  inches  in  circumference;  coring  indicated  that  it 
was  approximately  1350  years  old.  Originally  considerably  taller,  the  tree  had  been 
partially  truncated  by  lightning  at  some  point  in  the  past.  In  1976  the  tree  was  hit  a 
final  time  by  lightening,  shattering  all  but  the  first  45  feet  of  the  trunk,  and 
scattering  branches  over  the  surrounding  area.  In  1973,  the  area  around  the  tree 
was  made  a  state  natural  area,  and  a  330  acre  tract  on  the  north  and  south  sides  of 
the  river  is  now  under  protective  custody. 

Modern  faunal  communities  in  the  Carolinian  Biotic  Province  have  been  variously 
documented  (Dice  1943;  Cleland  1966),  and  a  number  of  studies  have  focused  on 
species  found  in  or  near  the  immediate  Obion  River  survey  area  (e.g.,  Dickenson 
1973;  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  1975;  Howard  et  al.  1982).  Over  100  species  of 
freshwater  fish  have  been  identified  in  the  Obion  River  system,  of  which  catfish, 
drum,  gar,  and  other  species  were  of  considerable  importance  to  prehistoric 
populations  (Dickinson  1973:46).  Modern  commercial  fishermen,  using  traps  and 
trot  lines,  in  fact,  draw  upwards  of  a  hundred  pounds  of  catfish  from  the  immediate 
study  area  each  week;  it  was  possible  to  watch  these  activities  during  the  boat 
reconnaissance.  A  diverse  mammalian  faunal  assemblage  also  occurs  in  the 
project  area;  important  game  species  present  included  deer,  beaver,  otter,  muskrat, 
raccoons,  and  rabbit,  all  of  which  were  observed  during  the  survey.  Migratory  birds 
occur  in  substantial  numbers  seasonally. 

An  early  historic  account,  written  by  David  Crockett  in  ca.  1830,  provides  a  vivid 
picture  of  the  richness  of  the  covmtry: 

After  returning  from  the  Legislature,  I  determined  to  make  another 
move  and  so...  cut  out  for  the  Obion.  I  selected  a  spot  when  I  got 
there,  where  I  determined  to  settle;  and  the  nearest  house  to  it  was  7 
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miles,  the  next  nearest  was  15,  and  so  on  to  20  [Note:  Crockett's  house 
site,  located  approximately  two  kilometers  outside  the  study  area,  is 
illustrated  on  Figure  2].  It  was  a  complete  wilderness,  and  full  of 
Indians  who  were  hunting.  Game  was  plenty  of  almost  every  kind, 
which  suited  me  exactly,  as  I  was  always  fond  of  hunting.  The 
nearest  house  to  me  (7  miles)  was  on  a  different  side  of  the  Obion 
River,  belonged  to  a  man  named  Owens;  and  I  started  there.  ...there 
was  no  boat  to  cross  the  river  in,  and  it  was  so  high  that  it  had 
overflowed  all  the  bottoms  and  low  country  near  it.  ...during  the 
spring  I  killed  10  bears,  and  a  great  abundance  of  deer.  ...[During] 
my  Falls  [sic]  hunt  ...in  the  last  of  October,  1822  I  found  bear  very 
plenty,  and  all  sorts  of  game  and  wild  varmints,  except  buffalo,  there 
were  none  of  them.  (Crockett  1834,  cited  in  Prins  1965:26-30) 

The  comparative  richness  of  the  study  area  is  still  evident,  and  was  reflected  in  the 
numerous  fish  and  game  animal .s  observed  along  and  near  the  channels  during  the 
course  of  the  present  project. 


CONCLUSIONS 


The  field  environmental  and  geomorphological  research  indicated  that  most  cf  the 
project  area  lay  in  old  backswamp  areas  unlikely  to  have  been  suited  to  either 
prehistoric  or  historic  settlement.  The  backswamp  deposits  typical  of  most  bank 
profiles  appear  to  have  a  considerable  antiquity  in  the  project  area,  and  are  hence 
unlikely  to  have  seen  extensive  settlement  at  any  time  in  the  recent  past.  This 
patterning  was  generally  reflected  in  the  occurrence  of  archaeological  sites  in  the 
general  area;  almost  all  of  the  cultural  remains  detected  were  on  old,  elevated 
terrace  remnants  considerably  (10  feet  or  more)  above  the  surrounding  terrain. 
Exceptions  to  this  pattern  were  isolated  finds,  recent  historic  artifacts,  or  artifacts 
in  disturbed  contexts.  While  deeply  buried  cultural  deposits  may  be  present  in  the 
project  area,  this  is  considered  unlikely.  Given  the  extensive  profiles  already 
carefully  examined  (over  ten  miles  of  exposed  bank  profiles,  up  to  8  meters  in 
extent),  their  detection  would  be  purely  fortuitous. 


Page  -  1 4 


I 


I 


I 

I 


in.  CURRENT  RESEARCH  CONSIDERATIONS 


INTRODUCTION 


In  this  chapter,  a  brief  description  of  the  cultural  history  of  the  study  region  is 
presented  in  a  period -by-period  format,  together  with  an  extended  discussion 
of  research  questions  of  Interest  to  archaeologists  working  in  the  general 
western  Tennessee  area.  As  such.  It  provides  a  general  research  framework, 
within  which  project  cultural  resources  may  be  evaluated.  It  should  be  noted 
at  the  onset  that  comparatively  little  is  known  about  the  past  human 
occupation  of  this  part  of  western  Tennessee  (see  Chapter  IV).  In  spite  of 
this,  enough  is  known  to  demonstrate  the  research  potential  of  cultural 
resources  the  general  area.  The  present  fieldwork  provided  one  of  the  few 
opportunities  in  recent  years  to  intensively  survey  a  portion  of  the  Obion  River 
area.  As  such,  the  Information  about  site  and  component  distribution  and 
assemblage  composition  should  be  of  considerable  Interest  to  archaeologists 
working  in  the  area. 


PALEOINDIAN  PERIOD  (ca.  11.500  -  9,800  B.P.) 


Fluted  Point  Occupations 

Paleoindlan  components  in  the  western  Tennessee  region  are  Identified  by 
the  presence  of  fluted  and  nonfluted  lanceolate  projectile  points.  Early 
Paleoindlan  components  in  the  general  region  are  identified  by  Clovis  points, 
which  are  relatively  large,  thick  bIfaces  with  nearly  parallel  haft  edges,  slightly 
concave  bases,  and  single  or  multiple  flutes.  Other  tool  forms  that  are  thought 
to  date  to  the  Paleoindlan  period  are  hafted  cndscrapers,  blades,  burins,  and 
other  well-made,  formal  unifaclal  tools;  these  forms  continue  to  be 
manufactured  in  the  ensuing  Early  Archaic  period,  however,  and  are  not 
strictly  diagnostic.  There  is  some  agreement  that  larger  fluted  Clovis-like 
points  are  earlier  in  the  Southeast  than  the  small,  often  unfluted  and  more 
walsted  forms,  although  absolute  stratigraphic  evidence  is  lacking  locally. 
Presumably  later  fluted  Paleoindlan  forms,  such  as  Cumberland.  Redstone,  and 
Quad  occur  in  the  western  half  of  Tennessee,  although  what  their  occurrence 
and  distribution  signifies  is  currently  obscure  (Meltzcr  1984). 

Comparatively  few  fluted  lanceolate  projectile  points  have  been  found  in 
western  Tennessee.  Known  finds  in  this  general  region  are  from  surface 
context,  and  tend  to  occur  along  the  major  river  systems  (l.e.,  former 
Ohlo/Misslsslppl  River  channels),  or  to  the  east  of  the  loess  sheets,  along  the 
Tennessee  River.  Although  archaeological  remains  are  scarce.  Paleoindlan 
settlement  is  thought  to  have  been  fairly  extensive  in  this  portion  of  the 
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GENERALIZED  PREHISTORIC  CHRONOLOGY  FOR  NORTHWESl'  TENNESSEE 
DIAGNOSTIC  PALEOINDIAN-MIDDLE  ARCHAIC  PROreCTILE  PCaNTS 
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Diagnostic  Paleo  Indian  -  Middle  Archaic 
Projectile  Points. 
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Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  (Morse  and  Morse  1983).  Given  the  extensive  late 
Pleistocene  loess  deposits  in  the  project  area,  and  subsequent  channel 
migration  and  alluviation,  intact  land  forms  dating  to  the  period  of  Paleoindian 
settlement  are  likely  to  be  rare,  and  some  may  be  deeply  buried  under  more 
recent  deposits.  In  the  study  area,  accordingly,  the  lower  sections  of  profiles, 
particularly  contacts  between  the  loess  and  underlying  sediments,  were 
carefully  examined.  Although  chert  gravels  were  noted  in  a  few  cases  where 
this  contact  occurred,  no  worked  material  was  observed.  Care  was  also  taken 
on  older  land  surfaces,  such  as  Beech  Ridge,  which  bisected  the  Middle  Fork 
of  the  Obion  River,  for  possible  evidence  of  early  occupation.  No  evidence  for 
Paleoindian  occupation  of  the  project  area  was  detected. 


Dalton  Period  Settlement 

Later  Paleoindian  occupations  in  the  western  Tennessee  area  are  identified 
primarily  by  the  presence  of  Dalton  points,  which  have  been  dated  from  ca. 
10,500  to  9,800  years  B.  P.  across  the  region  (Goodyear  1982).  The  Dalton 
point  and  associated  toolkit  retains  many  characteristics  of  earlier 
assemblages,  although  the  extensive  evidence  for  resharpening  suggest 
technological  differences  in  the  use  of  these  bifaces  (Goodyear  1974).  Dalton 
populations  represent  the  earliest  adaptation  in  the  region  to  post-glacial 
climatic  conditions,  when  modern  faunal  assemblages  replaced  late 
Pleistocene  faunal  assemblages.  Smith  (1979b:  19)  notes  that  Dalton 
components  have  been  found  In  western  Tennessee,  although  none  were 
encountered  in  the  present  survey.  If  Dalton  sites  can  be  found  in  the  western 
Tennessee  area,  however,  they  will  offer  the  opportunity  to  further  refine  our 
understanding  of  late  Paleoindian  settlement  in  the  region.  Sites  with 
undisturbed  deposits  will  be  significant  because  they  will  offer  the  opportunity 
not  only  to  Inform  on  Dalton  lifeways  locally,  but  also  to  potentially  help 
resolve  the  ongoing  debate  among  several  archaeologists  over  the  nature  of 
Dalton  settlement  in  the  central  Mississippi  region  (Morse  1975a,  1977; 
Schiffer  1975;  Price  and  Krakker  1975). 

In  brief,  Morse  (1975a,  1977)  posits  that  during  Dalton  tlmes--the  period 
when  Dalton  points  were  manufactured,  from  ca.  10,500-9,800  B.P.  (Goodyear 
1982)— portions  of  the  central  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  were  inhabited  by 
bands  living  in  permanent  or  semi-permanent  base  camps,  from  which  they 
exploited  linear  territories  oriented  along  major  watersheds.  Within  each 
territory,  the  base  camps  tended  to  be  centrally  located  in  areas  roughly  10 
km  In  diameter,  allowing  for  reoccupation  of  different  locations.  Outlying 
logistical  stations,  most  of  which  are  thought  to  be  hunting/butchering  camps, 
were  scattered  throughout  the  remainder  of  the  territory.  The  Brand  site  in 
northeast  Arkansas,  excavated  by  Morse  and  Goodyear  (Goodyear  1974)  has 
been  interpreted  as  being  this  kind  of  site.  Other  specialized  sites  included 
vegetable  food-processing  and  collecting  loci,  cemeteries,  and  quarry  areas. 
Fixed  territories,  each  roughly  2,200-3.200  square  km  in  extent  have  been 
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proposed,  with  formal  cemeteries  such  as  the  Sloan  site  (Morse  1975b) 
present  in  each  territory. 

Schiffer  (1975)  and  Price  and  Krakker  (1975)  have  taken  considerable 
exception  to  Morse’s  model.  They  have  argued  against  the  existence  of  linear, 
drainage  oriented  territories,  suggesting  instead  that  Dalton  groups  "occupied 
territories  which  crosscut  major  physiographic  and  resource  zones"  (Schiffer 
1975:111),  The  presence  of  year-round  settlements  was  also  challenged; 
greater  annual  mobility,  perhaps  between  seasonally  occupied  camps,  was 
suggested  as  an  alternative  settlement  model.  The  Brand  site,  with  its 
extensive  formal  tool  assemblage,  was  interpreted  as  a  seasonal  base  camp 
rather  than  a  tem.porary  hunting  station  (Schiffer  1975:100-111). 
Examination  of  the  spatial  distribution  of  Dalton  sites  over  the  western 
Tennessee  area,  and  the  excavation  of  undisturbed  Dalton  assemblages,  should 
help  refine  this  debate,  and  our  understanding  of  this  period.  No  Dalton  or 
other  Paleoindian  sites  were  found  during  the  current  survey  project. 


ARCHAIC  OCCUPATIONS  (Ca.  9,800  -  3,000  B.P) 


Early  Archaic  (Ca.  9,800  -  7,000  B.P.) 

The  Early  Archaic  occupation  of  the  western  Tennessee  area  has  been  dated 
from  roughly  9,800  -  7,000  B.P,  and  is  recognized  by  a  series  of  side,  corner 
notched  and  bifurcate-based  projectile  points  (Figure  6),  variously  typed  as  Big 
Sandy,  Kirk,  Lost  Lake,  Haywood,  Cypress  Creek,  Graham  Cave  Notched, 
Hardin  Barbed,  St.  Charles  Notched,  LeCroy,  and  St.  Albans,  to  name  some  of 
the  dominant  type  names  employed  locally  (e.g.,  Smith  1979a,  1979b; 
Mainfort  1985;  Jolly  1985).  These  types  are  based  on  work  in  the  central 
Mississippi  Valley  (as  summarized  in  Chapman  1975;  Morse  and  Morse  1983), 
central  and  eastern  Tennessee  (e.g.,  Lewis  and  Kneberg  1961;  Faulkner  and 
McCollough  1973;  Chapman  1976,  1985),  and  northern  Alabama  and 
Mississippi  (Cambron  and  Hulse  1964;  Ensor  1979).  As  across  much  of  the 
Southeast,  the  sequence  of  Early  Archaic  hafted  bifaces  in  western  Tennessee, 
from  earliest  to  latest,  ranges  from  side  notched  to  corner  notched  to 
bifurcate  forms,  with  considerable  temporal  overlap  in  forms. 

The  use  of  typologies  developed  elsewhere  in  the  region  reflects  a  general 
lack  of  local  excavation;  major,  stratified  or  single  component  sites  dating  to 
this  period  remain  to  be  excavated  in  northwest  Tennessee.  Information  on 
Early  Archaic  assemblages  in  the  western  Tennessee  area,  in  fact,  derives 
almost  exclusively  from  surface  finds.  In  addition  to  the  diagnostic  projectile 
point  t3q)es,  a  number  of  well-made  tool  forms  are  also  thought  to  date  to  this 
period.  Including  a  diversity  of  scrapers,  large  chipped  stone  choppers,  and 
reworked  points,  together  with  a  number  of  possible  plant  processing  tools. 
Including  pitted  cobbles  and  manos.  One  possible  Early  Archaic  component 
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was  observed  during  the  current  project,  at  40WK10,  where  a  corner  notched 
hafted  biface  and  several  well-made  hafted  scrapers  were  collected  (see 
Chapter  VI). 

Resolving  the  nature  of  Early  Archaic  settlement  is  an  important  research 
question  to  consider  In  any  examination  of  archaeological  resources  in  the 
Obion  River  area.  A  generalized  foraging  adaptation  by  small,  highly  mobile 
groups  is  Inferred,  although  evidence  available  locally  in  support  of  this 
viewpoint  Is  minimal.  Several  investigators  have  recently  suggested  that  our 
traditional  views  of  this  period  are  Inaccurate  and  in  need  of  revision  (Claggett 
and  Cable  1982;  Neusius  and  Wiant  1985;  Anderson  and  Hanson  1985).  In 
particular,  a  greater  use  of  plant  resources  is  inferred,  suggesting  that  Early 
Archaic  populations  may  have  had  a  somewhat  more  diversified  subsistence 
base  with  less  reliance  on  hunting  than  previously  thought.  Finding  any  sites 
from  this  period  in  the  project  area,  and  resolving  their  contents,  would  help 
address  these  problems.  Chapman  (1975:157)  has  noted  that  the  Early 
Archaic  period  has  been  neglected  by  researchers  working  in  the  general 
region,  and  has  suggested  that  "old  soil  surfaces,  particularly  the  old  natural 
levees  along  small  streams"  would  be  the  best  place  to  look  for  sites  of  this 
period.  This  pattern  has  also  been  observed  locally  by  Smith  (1979b:  19),  who 
observed  a  correlation  of  early  points  with  active  stream  terraces.  Two  Early 
Archaic  sites  were  found  during  the  present  survey,  at  40WK10  and  at  Site  8. 


Middle  Archaic  Period  (ca.  7,000  -  5.000  B.P.) 

The  Middle  Archaic  period,  like  the  preceeding  Early  Archaic,  is  very  poorly 
known  in  the  Obion  River  region.  The  end  of  the  Early  Archaic  in  the  region 
is  characterized  by  the  replacement  of  corner  notched  and  bifurcate  forms  by 
a  variety  of  square  and  contracting  stemmed  points.  Diagnostic  artifacts 
dating  to  this  period  are  poorly  documented  locally,  due  to  a  general  absence 
of  excavation,  although  Eva,  Benton,  Morrow  Mountain,  Bartlett,  and  Denton 
projectile  point  forms  occur  in  surface  collections  (Smith  1979b:  19)  (Figure 
7).  Until  excavations  occur  locally,  information  on  Middle  Archaic  occupations 
will  continue  to  come  from  comparison  with  assemblages  from  other  areas, 
such  as  .•’t  the  Modoc  Rock  Shelter  In  Illinois  (Fowler  1959),  the  Eva  site  in 
central  lennessee  (Levids  and  Kneberg  1965),  and  work  in  eastern  Tennessee 
and  North  Carolina  (Coe  1964;  Chapman  1976,  1985).  Full-grooved  axes, 
expanding-based  drills,  and  atlatl  weights  are  thought  to  date  to  this  period; 
many  such  artifacts  found  In  conjunction  with  the  above-mentioned  projectile 
point  types  are  reported  from  amateur  collections. 

Perhaps  the  most  common  Middle  Archaic  biface  type  in  the  general  project 
area  Is  the  Benton,  which  has  been  dated  from  ca.  6,000  to  5,000  B.P. 
(Mainfort  1985:8);  possible  Benton  points  were  recovered  at  sites  in  the 
current  survey  project.  Smith  (1972:111-112)  has  reported  a  somewhat 
complementary  distribution  of  Bartlett  and  Benton  points  in  west  Tennessee, 
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Projectile  Points. 
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with  the  former  found  predominantly  near  the  Mississippi  and  the  latter  in 
areas  to  the  east.  He  suggests  possible  movements  by  Benton-using 
populations  from  the  Tennessee  Piiver  Valley,  into  the  loess  zone  to  the  west, 
perhaps  on  a  seasonal  basis,  to  take  advantage  of  resources  found  in  that  zone. 
Raw  material  source  area  analyses,  and  the  examination  of  large  collections  of 
diagnostic  projectile  points  from  across  the  west  Tennessee  area,  would  be 
methods  by  which  Smith’s  observation  could  be  further  explored. 

The  Middle  Archaic  period  spans  the  Hypsithermal,  or  climatic  optimum, 
which  was  characterized  by  a  pronounced  drying  trend  in  the  general  region. 
Although  western  Tennessee  continued  to  be  dominated  by  an  oak-hickory 
forest,  a  shift  from  forests  to  grassland  may  have  occurred  in  some  areas 
(Semken  1933).  At  this  time  large-scale  shellfish  utilization  appears  in  the 
Tennessee  River  Valley.  Although  Walthall  (1980)  has  suggested  that  Middle 
Archaic  populations  practiced  a  "narrow  spectrum"  subsistence  strategy, 
focusing  on  deer.  nuts,  and  shellfish,  it  is  more  probable  that  a  wide  range  of 
resources  were  regularly  exploited  (Smii’'  1986).  It  is  during  the  Middle 
Archaic,  in  fact,  that  the  first  experiments  with  plant  cultivation  occur,  both 
with  local  seed  plants,  and  Mesoamericaii  domesticates  such  as  squash  and 
gourd  (Ford  1985).  Like  sites  of  the  p  ’eceeding  era.  Middle  Archaic 
occupations  are  assumed  to  occur  on  |  older,  more  stable  land  surfaces, 
particularly  on  higher  elevations.  Giveh  large  site  samples,  it  should  be 
possible  to  more  precisely  resolve  these  ecological  associations,  helping  us 
understand  the  nature  of  settlement  pattern  changes  over  the  course  of  the 
Archaic,  and  reasons  why  these  changes  may  have  taken  place.  Probable 
Middle  Archaic  components  were  observed  at  two  sites  in  the  survey  area,  at 
40WK10  and  at  Site  12.  ! 


Late  Archaic  Occupations  (ca.  5,000  -  3,000  B.P.) 

I 

Late  Archaic  period  sites  in  the  western!  Tennessee  area  are  identified  by  a 
range  of  artifact  types,  including  Gaiy,  Lick  Creek,  Mulberry  Creek,  Burkett, 
Big  Creek,  Mabin,  Arlington,  and  Picl^ck  projectile  points,  and  less  securely 
by  the  presence  of  baked  clay  balls,  and  bannerstones  (Figure  7)  (Smith 
1979a;  Ensor  1981;  Morse  and  Morse  1983).  Ceramics  appear  in  the  lower 
Southeast  at  the  end  of  the  Late  Archaic  period.  Wheeler  series  fiber 
tempered  pottery,  the  first  ware  to  appear  locally,  is  only  infrequently  noted 
in  extreme  western  Tennessee,  although  it  is  fairly  common  to  the  east,  in  the 
Tennessee  River  Valley  (Mainfort  1985:9).  Although  a  wide  range  of  projectile 
point  categories  are  used  to  identify  sites  of  the  period,  most  of  the  identified 
types  are  minor  variants  of  a  regional  theme  of  fairly  large,  square  to 
contracting  stemmed  forms.  Probable  Late  Archaic  projectile  points  were 
found  at  several  sites  in  the  study  area  during  the  present  survey,  as  well  as 
several  baked  clay  ball  fragments. 
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Figure  8. 

Poverty  Point,  Early  Wooaland  Period  Phases 
Northwest  Tennessee. 
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Obion  River  Survey  Project 


Toward  the  end  of  the  Late  Archaic  period,  clear  relationships  with  the 
Poverty  Point  complex  in  the  Lower  Alluvial  Valley  are  evident  in  the 
widespread  local  occurrence  of  baked  clay  balls  and  the  infrequent  occurrence 
of  lapidary  items  such  as  carved  and  polished  beads.  Whether  major  Poverty- 
Point  occupations  were  present  in  the  Obion  River  study  area  is  not  currently 
known,  although  baked  clay  ball  fragments  were  observed  on  a  number  of  sites. 

Smith  (1979a:73-75)  has  argued  for  the  presence  of  five  possible  Poverty 
Point  phases  in  the  northwest  Tennessee  area  (Figure  8),  based  on  minor 
differences  in  the  distributions  of  diagnostic  projectile  points  and  other 
artifact  categories.  The  Kenton  Phase  occurs  in  the  immediate  study  area: 

Clay  objects  of  the  Kenton  Phase  include  spherical,  biconical, 
ellipsoidal,  and  biscuit-shaped  plain;  spherical  and  ellipsoidal 
cord  marked;  ellipsoidal  and  biscuit-shaped  cane  impressed;  and 
biscuit-shaped  fingertip  impressed.  Projectile  point  types 
include  Lambert,  var.  A;  Dehli,  var.  B;  Harris  Island,  var.  A;  and 
Arlington.  Although  the  present  collections  with  clearly 
identifiable  types  are  rather  small,  the  spherical  and  biconical 
plain  and  biscuit-shaped  cane  impressed  and  fingertip  impressed 
clay  object  types  appear  predominant.  The  area  included  is  the 
central  half  of  the  loess  soils  zone  sector  of  the  Obion  River 
drainage,  except  most  of  the  North  and  Middle  Forks  of  the 
Obion  (Smith  1979a:75' 


In  the  absence  of  extensive,  well-documented  survey  or  excavation  data  from 
across  the  region,  however,  the  validity  and  significance  of  these  Poverty  Point 
phases  remains  unclear. 

Most  of  the  baked  clay  objects  found  in  the  west  Tennessee  area  are 
comparatively  simple,  biconical,  ellipsoidal,  or  spherical  shapes  typical  of 
Poverty  Point  components  elsewhere  in  the  lower  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley 
(Smith  1979b:20).  Some  of  these  forms  appear  to  have  persisted  later  in 
time,  into  the  Woodland  period  (Phillips  1970:870),  and  they  have  been  found 
in  clear  association  with  fabric  marked  pottery  at  Pinson  Mounds  (Mainfort 
1986a).  In  the  present  study,  baked  clay  object  fragments  were  almost 
Invariably  found  with  small  to  medium  sized  stemmed  points,  and  sand/grog 
tempered  plain  or  fabric  Impressed  pottery,  although  the  surface  context  of 
the  assemblages  makes  arguing  for  direct  associations  impossible  (Figure  9). 

Settlement  patterns  during  this  period  are  largely  unknown.  Smith  (1972:20) 
has  argued  that  special  activity  sites  of  this  period  may  occur  in  almost  any 
environmental  zone,  but  that  base  camps  (what  he  calls  gathering  camps) 
occur  almost  exclusively  in  the  transition  zone  between  the  uplands  and  the 
bottomland  swamp/hardwoods,  and  usually  on  Isolated  ridge  tips  or  rises  of 
Grenada  or  Calloway  soils.  Specific  models  of  Late  Archaic  settlement 
patterning  In  the  northern  portion  of  the  Lower  Mississippi  Alluvi^  Valley 
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GENERALIZED  PREHISTORIC  CHRONOLOGY  FOR  NORTHWEST  TENNESSEE 
DIAGNOSTIC  POVERTY-POINT -EARLY  WOODLAND  PROJECTILE  POINTS 


Approx.  Culiure 

Date  Period 


Diagnostic 

Traiu 


E«rly 

Woodland 


Clay,  land,  clay<and-sand  lempered 
plain,  cordma/ked,  and  fabric  impretted 
bowls  and  poU;  imall  stemmed  points; 
occasional  conical  burial  mounds. 


300  BC 


Poverty  Round,  Bieonicat,  and  biscuit  thape 

Point  baked  clay  objects,  often  with  cane 

impressed,  eordmarked,  or  fabric 
impressed  surfaces;  medium  to  large 
stemmed  points 


1500  BC 


(Sources:  Smith  1979«,  1979b:78) 


Figure  9 

Diagnostic  Poverty  Point  -  Early  Woodland 
Projectile  Points. 
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remain  largely  speculative  at  the  present.  The  discovery  of  undisturbed  Late 
Archaic  components  in  secure  context,  and  the  excavation  of  those 
components  'vill  be  essential  if  questions  about  site  "ize,  composition,  and 
season  of  occupation  are  to  be  considered. 

WOODLAND  PERIOD  OCCUPATIONS  (ca.  3,000  -  1,00  ^  B.P) 


Early  Woodland  (ca.  3,000  -  2,400  B.P.) 

The  Early  Woodland  period  in  the  Eastern  Woodlands  is  traditionally  assumed 
to  have  been  the  tine  of  the  initial  Introduction  of  pottery  into  much  of  the 
region,  the  appearance  of  elaborate  burial  mound  ceremonialism,  and  the  first 
evidence  of  intensive  horticulture  (Griffin  1967:180).  The  Woodland  period 
lasts  for  approximately  2000  years,  and  ends  around  A.D.  1000  with  the 
emergence  of  Mississippian  societies  employing  intensive  agriculture  over 
much  of  the  region.  Criteria  for  the  identification  of  specific  Woodland 
subperiods  in  the  northwestern  Tennessee  area  are  not  well  developed. 
Alexander  and  Tchula  series  ceramics  are  considered  indicative  of  initial 
Woodland  components  over  much  of  the  region,  although  the  former  are  quite 
rare  in  northwest  Tennessee  (Mainfort  1985:5),  and  a  host  of  problems  attend 
the  Identification  of  Tchula  assemblages  locally  (c.f..  Smith  1972:117, 
1979a:75-77;  Mainfort  1986b:52-56). 

The  term  Tchula  has  been  used  to  refer  to  Early  Woodland  components  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  Lower  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley:  these  components 
are  assumed  to  be  roughly  contemporaneous  with  those  of  the  Tchefuncte 
culture  in  the  lower  portions  of  the  valley  near  the  river  mouth  (Phillips  et  al. 
1951:431-436).  Smith  (1972;  1979)  has  reported  Tchula  components  from  a 
number  of  locations  in  western  Tennessee,  most  commonly  close  to  the 
Mississippi,  Criteria  for  the  recognition  of  Tchula  components  included: 

Tchefuncte  Plain,  with  Cormorant  Cord  Impressed  and  Twin 
Lakes  Punctated  as  minority  companion  types,  Crowder 
Punctated  and  Withers  Fabric  Impressed  are  conspicuous  by  their 
rarity.  Decorative  motifs  in  Cormorant  Cord  Impressed  consist 
primarily  of  bands  of  diagonal  cord  impressions  set  off  by  Twinl 
Lakes  punctatlon  at  the  rim  and  lower  margin  of  the  band  andl 
cross-hatched  cord  Impressions...  Small  stemmed  [Mabin-like]' 
projectile  points...  appear  to  be  associated  with  the  Tchulal 
ceramics  (Smith  1972:117).  \ 

Some  of  these  ceramic  finishes  extend  into  the  subsequent  Middle  Woodland 
period.  Mainfort  (1986b:52)  has  noted  that  Smith's  Tchefuncte  Plain 
grog-tempered  pottery  is  indistinguishable  from  Baytown  Plain,  and)  has 
recommended  that  the  Tchefuncte  Plain  category  be  abandoned. 
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Smith  subsequently  defined  an  Early  Woodland  Rutherford  phase  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Obion  River  study  area  (Figure  8): 

The  Rutherford  Phase  area  corresponds  with  that  of  the  Poverty 
Point  Period  Kenton  Phase  in  the  south-eentral  portion  of  the 
loess  soils  zone  sector  of  ^he  Obion  River  drainage.  ...Tchefuncte, 
var.  Tchula;  Thomas;  and  Baldwin  wares  are  present  in  the 
district.  Throughout  the  ware  sequence  the  aggregate  of 
plainware  remains  at  less  than  50%,  with  fabrie  impressed 
surface  finish  dropping  from  about  26%  of  the  Tchefuncte  ware 
to  a  single  sherd  in  the  Baldwin  ware  and  cordmarking 
increasing  from  about  17%  of  the  Tchefuncte  ware  to  about  half 
of  the  Thomas  and  Baldwin  wares.  Decoration  includes  2 
examples  of  Tammany  Punctate,  1  of  cord  impressed  diagonals, 
and  1  of  cord  impressed  rim  bands  on  Tchefuncte  paste;  and  1 
Baldwin  paste  sherd  with  short  incised  or  stamped  lines,  with 
expanded  ends,  which  are  parallel  and  carefully  aligned  both 
vertically  and  horizontally.  Woodland  projectile  point  types 
represented  include  Mabin...  Claiborne...  and  Adena  (Smith 
1979a:80-81). 

Mabin  and  Claiborne  points  appear  to  be  quite  common,  as  well  as  projectile 
points  of  the  Flint  Creek  Cluster  (Enscr  1981) (Figure  10).  Camps  and  small 
villages  are  thought  to  characterize  sites  of  the  period  (Smith  1979b:21).  In 
the  absence  of  extensive,  well-documented  survey  or  excavation  data,  the 
validity  and  significance  of  the  Rutherford  Phase  remains  uncertain. 

Although  no  well  defined  Tchula  assemblages  are  currently  reported  from 
northwestern  Tennessee,  the  McCarty  site  in  northeast  Arkansas  (Morse 
1986)  indicates  possible  contents  of  Tchula  assemblages  in  this  portion  of  the 
Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley.  The  recovered  materials  include  Tchefuncte 
Stamped,  Tammany  Punctated,  Cormorant  Cord-Impressed,  Mulberry  Creek 
Cord-Marked,  Withers  Fabric-Impressed  (rare),  and  Baytown  Plain  pottery, 
Weems  projectile  points,  stone  and  copper  beads,  a  limonite  reel-shaped 
gorget,  biconical  baked  clay  objects,  a  chipped  adze,  and  a  celt  (Morse 
1986:79-89),  The  assemblage  documents  the  continued  occurrence  of  baked 
clay  objects  into  the  Woodland  period  in  the  general  region,  and  suggests  that 
Withers  Fabric  Marked  did  not  become  common  until  the  subsequent  Middle 
Woodland  period. 

At  this  time,  the  Early  Woodland  period  is  very  poorly  defined  in  the  Obion 
River  area.  No  clear  cultural  sequence,  or  evidence  for  burial  mound 
ceremonialism  or  subsistence  change  has  been  documented.  Mound 
ceremonialism  is  well  documented  to  the  south,  however,  at  Pinson  Mounds, 
in  the  subsequent  Middle  Woodland  era.  While  a  shift  to  a  greater  dependence 
on  horticulture  may  have  occurred  (e.g.,  Asch  and  Asch  1985),  actual  evidence 
for  such  a  change  is  lacking.  What  is  needed  are  single  components  dating  to 


GENERAUZED  PREHISTORIC  CHRONOLOGY  FOR  NOH'l  HWEST  TENNESSEE 
DIAGNOSTIC  LATER  WOODLAND-MISSISSIPPIAN  PROJECTILE  POINTS 


DUgnoitic 

Triiu 


Ltte  Shetl-iempered  poiteo'  including  water 

Miciiisippi  bottles,  bowls,  etrigy  vessels,  and 

globular  pots  with  freat  variety  in 
decoration;  small  i/iangular  arrow  poinu; 
flat-lopped  platform  mounds. 

Early  Ciay-iempercd  pottery  including,  bowls 

Mississippi  and  globular  pou,  small  triangular  and 
stemmed  points,  and  flat-topped 
platform  mounds.  ' 


Lau 

Woodland 


Clay-tempered  pottery  including  plain 
and  eordmarfced  bowls  and  subconoidal 
pots,  imall  stemmed  and  notched  points. 


Middle  Pottery  tempered  with  clay  or  crush'd 

Woodland  quartz  including  plain  and  cordmarked 

howls  and  subconoidal  pou.  often  with 
cfosihatched  rims  and  occaiionilly  with 
in'^ised  and/or  sumped  deeo.-aiioos;  Urge 
triangular  and  stemmed  points  such  as 
Frazier  and  Bakers  Creek;  eotucal  burial 
mounds. 


bakers  CREEK 


(SouTMs:  Smith  1979»,  1979b:7g) 


Figure  10 

Diagnostic  Later  Woodland  -  Mississippian 
Projectile  Points. 
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this  period,  or  stratigraphic  excavation  samples  that  bracket  the  Late  Archaic 
through  Middle  Woodland  periods.  Comparatively  few  good  stratigraphic 
column  samples  exist  in  this  general  region,  aside  from  the  definitional  work 
at  Bynum,  Pharr,  and  Pinson  (Cotter  and  Corbett  1951;  Bohannon  1972; 
Mainfort  1986b).  As  such,  a  major  research  challenge  lies  in  defining  Early 
Woodland  occupations.  Grog  tempered  ceramics  were  found  on  14  of  the 
project  sites,  indicating  fairly  substantial  use  of  the  area  during  the  Early  or 
subsequent  Middle  Woodland  period. 


Middle  Woodland  (2,500  -  1,500  B.P.) 

Post-Tchula  occupations  in  the  Obion  River  area  are  identified  primarily  by  the 
occurrence  of  specific  ceramic  types.  Mainfort  (1985:5-6;  1986a:56)  has 
argued  that  fabric  impressed  pottery  is  an  important  horizon  marker  (see  also 
Jennings  1941  ■)!);  limestone,  grog,  and  sand  tempered  pastes,  and 
combinations  of  }se  pastes,  have  been  observed  on  fabric  marked  and  other 
pottery  finishes  Ui  the  general  region.  Major  (and  not  so  major)  paste 
categories  have  been  equated  with  specific  taxa,  such  as  limestone  temper 
with  Long  Branch  Fabric  marked,  grog  with  Withers  Fabric  Marked,  and  sand 
with  Saltillo  Fabric  Impressed.  Mixed  sand /grog  tempered  pastes  have  been 
variously  described  as  Baldwin,  Tishomingo,  or  Thomas  wares  in  the  general 
region  (Jennings  1941:199-200;  Cotter  and  Corbett  1951:19;  Phillips  et  al 
1951:141-142;  Smith  1979a;  Ford  1981).  Phillips  (1970:54-55)  established 
the  category  Baytown  Plain,  var.  Thomas  to  accommodate  grog  tempered 
plalnwares  with  a  sandy  texture;  he  specifically  suggested  that  clay  sources, 
and  not  specific  cultural  preferences,  probably  determined  much  of  the 
observed  variation. 

A  Thomas-Baldwln-Tishomingo  continuum  has  been  reported  in  the  Obion 
River  region,  within  a  general  Middle  Woodland  time  frame  (Smith  1979a:77), 
although  it  has  been  argued  that  overly  fine  chronological  distinctions  have 
been  made  of  what  are  probably  comparatively  minor  differences  in  paste 
(Mainfort  1986a:56).  Other  wares  dating  to  this  general  early  Middle 
Woodland  time  level  include  Cormorant  Cord  Impressed  and  Twin  Lakes 
Punctated,  finishes  frequently  found  on  both  sand  and  grog  tempered  sherds 
(Phillips  et  al.  1951:73,76;  Smith  1979b:20).  A  decline  in  fabric  impressing, 
and  an  increase  in  cord  marking,  appears  to  characterize  the  later  Middle 
Woodland  (Phillips  et  al,  1951:76,87;  Ford  1981:67;  Mainfort  1986a:59),  In 
the  absence  of  secure  local  taxonomies,  paste  and  surface  finish  attributes  of 
recovered  project  ceramics  are  provided  in  the  present  volume,  together  with 
"best  fits"  with  local  taxonomies.  Points  of  the  Flint  Creek  cluster  (Ensor 
1981)  are  also  thought  to  date  to  this  time  level  (Mainfort  1985:10). 

Later  Middle  Woodland  occupations  in  western  Tennessee  are  recognized 
primarily  by  the  presence  of  grog  tempered  Baytown  Plain  and  Mulberry  Creek 
Cord  Marked  ceramics:  some  sand  inclusions  may  be  present  in  the  paste. 
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Ceramics  characterized  by  zoned  punctated  and  dentate  stamped  wares 
resembling  the  Mavanna  Hopewell  and  Marksville  types  have  been  infrequently 
noted  in  the  general  region,  indicating  that  the  occupants  of  western 
Tennessee  participated  at  some  level  in  the  interregional  ceremonial  and 
exchange  network  known  as  the  Hopewell  Interaction  Sphere  (Caldwell 
1964;  Struever  and  Houart  1972).  The  nature  of  Hopewell/Marksville 
influence  in  the  Obion  River  area  is  not  well  understood,  and  would  be  an  Ideal 
subject  for  research  If  Intact  components  could  be  discovered.  The  closest 
major  regional  center  of  the  Hopewell  interaction  sphere  is  at  the  Pinson 
Mound  Group,  and  smaller  burial  mound  sites  are  known  from  elsewhere  in 
western  Tennessee  (Smith  1979b). 

From  approximately  100  D.C.  to  A.D.  200,  the  Pinson  Mound  Group,  located 
approximately  50  miles  south  of  the  study  area  on  the  South  Fork  of  the 
Forked  Deer  River,  was  a  major  center,  rivaling  any  to  be  found  in  eastern 
North  America  at  the  time.  The  relationship  of  this  center  to  the  surrounding 
western  Tennessee  hinterland  Is  not  well  understood.  Malnfort  (1985:10*11) 
has  noted  that  major  population  Increases  occurred  in  the  Forked  Deer 
drainage  during  the  interval  Pinson  was  prominent.  Little  or  no  Increase  was 
observed  In  the  Wolf  and  Loosahatchie  drainages  immediately  to  the  south, 
however,  suggesting  a  geographically  restricted  population  base  for  the  center, 
Broster  and  Schneider  (1977:64*66)  have  argued  that,  along  the  Forked  Deer 
near  Pinson,  base  settlements  were  located  on  terraces  overlooking  the 
floodplain,  with  extractive  type  camps  scattered  through  the  uplands.  What 
was  happening  in  the  Obion  River  drainage  at  this  time  is  not  well  understood. 
No  major  centers  are  known,  although  the  Incidence  of  ceramics  and 
projectile  points  thought  to  date  from  this  period  suggests  some  occupation. 

Terminal  Middle  Woodland/initial  Late  Woodland  occupations  in  the  general 
northwestern  Tennessee  area  are  identified  by  the  presence  of  grog 
tempered  ceramics  of  the  Baytown  phase  (Phillips  1970:903-904;  Mainfort 
1985:10).  Baytown  phase  assemblages  are  characterized  by  Baytown  Plain  and 
Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked  ceramics,  with  lesser  occurrences  of  Larto  Red 
Filmed,  Evansville  Punctated.  Alligator  Incised,  possible  Coles  Creek  Incised 
varieties,  and  occasional  sand  tempered  sherds.  Small  stemmed  forms,  as 
well  as  small  to  medium  sized  triangular  projectile  points,  appear  to  be 
diagnostic  of  both  the  late  Woodland  and  the  Mississlpplan  in  the  region 
(Morse  and  Morse  1983).  The  major  center  at  Pinson  was  abandoned  by  ca. 
A.D.  500  (Mainfort  et  al.  1982:18),  and  centers  even  remotely  comparable  in 
extent  do  not  rc-emerge  until  the  Mississlpplan  period.  Since  few  Middle 
Woodland  sites  outside  of  the  Immediate  Pinson  Mounds  area  have  been 
examined  In  the  immediate  region,  inferences  about  settlement  diversity, 
ethnic  units,  and  social  organization  arc  highly  speculative.  A  number  of  sites 
with  grog  tempered  cord  marked  and  fabric  Impressed  pottery  were  found 
during  the  current  study,  suggesting  moderate  Middle  Woodland  period  use  of 
the  area. 
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Late  Woodland  Occupations  (ca.  1,500  -  1,200  B.P.). 


Perhaps  one  of  the  most  exciting  periods  for  research  in  the  Mississippi 
Alluvial  Valley  at  the  present  Is  the  Late  Woodland  period.  During  this  period, 
the  foundations  of  the  cultural  adaptation  known  as  Mississippian  appear  to 
have  developed  in  the  general  region.  Many  of  the  specific  characteristics 
traditionally  equated  with  Mississippian  are  now  thought  to  appear  during  the 
Late  Woodland.  Archaeological  investigation  of  the  Late  Woodland  in  this 
region  thus  offers  the  opportunity  to  e.xamine  the  emergence  and  expansion  of 
Mississippian  culture.  In  western  Tennessee,  Late  Woodland  components  are 
thought  to  be  characterized  by  Baytown  assemblages,  reflecting  a  continuation 
of  Middle  Woodland  trends  (Smith  1979b:21).  Beyond  the  obvious  importance 
of  documenting  the  nature  of  this  transition,  an  additional  research  topic 
includes  looking  for  possible  connections  between  the  Coles  Creek  cultures 
further  to  the  south  in  the  Alluvial  Valley,  and  Baytown/Late  Woodland 
developments  in  the  western  Tennessee  area.  The  ultimate  source  for  much 
of  what  Is  called  the  "Mississippian"  adaptation,  it  is  argued,  may  well  lie  in 
this  direction  (James  B,  Griffin,  personal  communication  1986).  Little 
evidence  for  later  Woodland  occupation  was  found  in  the  study  area. 


MISSISSIPPIAN  OCCUPATIONS  (ca.  1200  -  300  B.P.) 


Early  Mississippian  (ca.  1200  -  1000  B.P.) 

Some  time  around  or  shortly  after  A.D,  800,  Mississippian  culture  was  in 
place  in  the  southeast  Missouri/northeast  Arkansas  area.  It  probably  took  root 
not  long  after  In  western  Tennessee.  The  expansion  of  Mississippian  culture 
in  the  general  region  is  an  important  subject  for  research  and  the  subject  of 
some  debate.  By  ca.  A.D.  1000  Mississippian  culture  appears  to  be  firmly  in 
place  in  western  Tennessee  (Smith  1979a.  1979b:  Mainfort  1985:11-12).  A 
number  of  centers  are  reported  from  along  and  near  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  a  particularly  strong  concentration  of  sites  occurs  around  Reelfoot  Lake. 
Away  from  the  river,  comparatively  few  major  centers,  or  sites  of  any  kind, 
have  been  reported  in  the  Interior  Western  Coastal  Plain,  Exceptions  include 
the  Obion  Mound  Group,  located  on  the  North  Fork  pf  the  Obion  River 
(Baldwin  1966),  where  both  shell  and  grog  tempered  ceramics  were  found.  A 
minor  Mississippian  occupation  has  been  documented  at  Pinson  (Morse  and 
Polhemus  1986).  While  It  is  possible  that  outlying  settlements  from  the 
centers  located  along  the  Mississippi  or  at  Obion  may  occur  in  the  general 
study  area,  no  evidence  for  this  was  found.  The  area  may  have  been  an 
unoccupied  hunting  territory,  or  possible  buffer  zone  during  much  of  the 
Mississippian. 
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Later  Mississippian  Occupations  (ca.  1000  -  300  B.P.) 

From  ca.  A.D.  1000  to  1200  or  so,  Mississippian  settlement  in  the  central 
Mississippi  Valley  region  is  characterized  by  a  diversity  of  site  types,  including 
fortified  ceremonial  centers,  smaller  villages,  and  isolated  farmsteads  (Morse 
and  Morse  1983).  Intensive  agriculture  appears  to  have  become  securely 
established  by  this  time.  During  the  later  Mississippian  period,  settlement 
nucleation  is  increasingly  evident.  Fortified  villages  become  common  and 
farmsteads  disappear  in  many  areas.  This  has  been  linked  to  increasing 
reg'onal  population  density,  and  a  concomitant  expansion  of  warfare,  arising  in 
part  over  political  rivalries,  ultimately  based  on  the  control  of  important 
resources  such  as  trade  routes,  agricultural  lands,  or  hunting  territories  (e.g., 
Larson  1972;  Smith  1978;  Anderson  1986).  Mainfort  (1985:10)  has  observed 
that  later  Mississippian  settlements  in  western  Tennessee  appear  to  be 
confined  almost  exclusively  along  the  Mississippi.  Diagnostic  artifacts  dating 
to  this  period  include  Nodena  points.  Barton  Incised,  and  Parkin  Punctated 
pottery,  and  chunky  stones.  At  the  present,  only  the  later  Mississippian  Walls 
Phase  near  Memphis  has  seen  much  directed  research  in  the  west  Tennessee 
region  (Phillips  1970:936-938;  Nash  1972).  Little  evidence  for  Mississippian 
occupation  was  found  in  the  study  area. 


HISTORIC  PERIOD  OCCUPATIONS  (ca.  A.D.  1540  -  Present) 


Records  of  early  historic  aboriginal  populations,  and  initial  European 
exploration  and  settlement  in  the  northwest  Tennessee  area  have  been 
summarized  by  a  number  of  authors  (e.g.,Williams  1928,  1930;  Phillips  et  al. 
1951;  Smith  1979a,  1979b).  Initial  European  contact  in  the  general  project 
area  occurred  in  1541,  when  the  DeSoto  entrada  passed  to  south,  presumably 
somewhere  near  Memphis  (Brain  1985).  The  complex  Mississippian  polities 
that  were  encountered  in  that  area  offer  valuable  ethnographic  analogs  for  the 
late  prehistoric  Mississippian  occupations  in  the  region.  Visitation  was 
minimal  for  the  next  century  and  a  half,  until  the  last  quarter  of  the 
seventeenth  century.  At  that  time  French  explorers  began  to  travel  up  and 
down  the  Mississippi  on  a  fairly  regular  basis,  and  by  the  end  of  the  century 
English  traders  from  Charleston  had  penetrated  this  far  west  (Williams  1928). 
In  1763  title  to  the  area  passed  from  France  to  England,  and  shortly 
thereafter  the  area  came  under  the  control  of  the  United  States.  Originally 
part  of  the  state  of  North  Carolina,  in  1796  it  became  part  of  the  state  of 
Tennessee. 

Historic  settlement  In  the  interior  of  northwest  Tennessee  away  from  the 
Mississippi  River  was  minimal  until  after  1820,  when  extensive  surveying  was 
underway  (Vaughan  1983:9).  Detailed  county  histories  describe  the  early 
American  occupation  of  the  region,  in  the  areas  of  what,  in  the  early  1820's, 
became  Obion,  Weakley,  and  Gibson  Counties  (Culp  1961;  Prins  1965; 
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Marshall  1970;  Vaughan  1983),  One  of  the  first  occupants  of  the  general  study 
area  was  the  famous  frontiersman  Davy  Crockett,  who  lived  near  the  South 
Fork  of  the  Obion  in  1823.  Population  growth  was  rapid  in  northwest 
Tennessee  during  the  later  1820s  and  1830s,  although  there  is  no  evidence 
for  settlement  in  the  immediate  project  impact  zone  at  any  time  during  the 
nineteenth  century.  This  is  undoubtedly  a  reflection  of  environmental 
conditions  in  the  study  area,  which  throughout  much  of  the  Holocene  appears 
to  have  been  low,  wet  terrain.  Both  prehistoric  and  historic  populations 
appeared  to  have  settled  well  away  from  the  floodplain,  on  the  older,  higher 
terraces  (Smith  1979b:23).  While  hunting,  fishing,  and  travel  along  the 
Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  River  unquestionably  occurred,  no  structures, 
mills,  or  ferries  are  present  on  nineteenth  century  maps  of  the  project  direct 
impact  area  (e.g.,  Vaughan  1983:15). 

Early  nineteenth-century  agriculture  emphasized  cotton,  although  corn 
quickly  became  the  preeminent  crop.  Small  farms,  rather  than  large 
plantations,  were  the  rule  in  the  general  project  area.  This  pattern  continued 
into  the  twentieth  century,  although  by  the  1970s  soybeans  had  replaced  corn 
and  cotton  as  the  primary  crop  (Vaughan  1983:31).  Grazing  stock  was  always 
important,  and  in  the  1960s  the  general  area  was  one  of  the  richest  in 
Tennessee  in  terms  of  milk  cow  and  swine  production;  these  crops  have 
diminished  in  importance  with  the  rise  of  massive  investment  in  soybean 
production  in  recent  years  (Vaughan  1983:31).  A  marked  decline  in  farm 
population,  and  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  size  of  farms,  has 
characterized  local  conditions  since  1940  (Culp  1961:323;  Vaughan 
1983:28-35). 

Although  efforts  to  clear  the  local  river  channels  were  first  Initiated  in  the 
1830s,  it  was  only  after  1900  that  the  first  large  scale  construction  of  drainage 
ditches  occurred,  resulting  in  a  rapid  transformation  of  the  landscape  in  the 
project  impact  zone  (see  Chapter  II),  The  drainage,  clearing,  and  cultivation 
of  much  of  the  floodplain  area  improved  living  conditions,  and  a  number  of 
structures  are  indicated  on  twentieth  century  maps  and  aerial  photographs  of 
the  general  project  area.  Most  structures  appear  to  have  been  temporary' 
hunting  camps  or  blinds,  or  farm  outbuildings.  Examples  of  structures  of  this 
kind  were  found  at  Site  10,  in  the  immediate  impact  zone  (Chapter  VI). 
Modern  hunting  stands  and  blinds  were  common  throughout  the  project 
corridor.  They  were  observed  every  two  to  three  hundred  meters  or  so, 
reflecting  a  fairly  intensive,  short  term  use  of  the  area  for  hunting  activities. 
The  small  scatters  of  Indian  artifacts  that  were  found  in  and  near  the  project 
area  may  reflect  the  prehistoric  equivalent  of  these  activities. 

The  previous  sections  of  this  cfiapter  have  outlined  the  research  potential  of 
the  study  area  at  some  length,  providing  the  framework  within  which  the 
project  was  conducted.  Such  frameworks  are  critical  to  the  evaluation  of 
resource  significance.  A  review  of  previous  archaeological  investigations  in  the 
immediate  project  area  is  provided  in  the  next  chapter. 
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IV.  PREVIOUS  ARCHAEOLOGICAL  INVESTIGATIONS 
IN  THE  PROJECT  AREA 


INTRODUCTION 


Comparatively  little  previous  archaeologieal  investigation  has  occurred  in  the 
immediate  project  area,  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Middle  ana  South  Forks  of  the 
Obion  River.  As  the  Scope  of  Work  for  the  present  project  noted,  there  is  a 
"relative  sparsity  of  existing  information  on  many  classes  of  cultural  resources 
data  in  the  West  Tennessee  region"(Memphis  COE  1986:C-7).  Jolly 
(1985:7-11)  and  Maimort  (1985)  have  provided  brief  overviews  of  much  of 
what  is  available  from  this  general  area.  Most  Importantly,  the  Tennessee 
Department  of  Conservation's  Division  of  Archaeology  maintains  in  their 
Nashville  office,  with  the  state  site  files,  an  updated  listing  of  cultural 
resource  projects,  by  county,  as  well  as  copies  of  the  reports  themselves.  As  of 
December  24,  1986,  21  reports  are  recorded  describing  work  in  Gibson 
County,  15  from  Obion  County,  and  21  from  Weakley  County.  The  site  file  and 
report  listings  were  examined  for  references  about  sites  in  or  near  the 
Immediate  study  area  (within  ca.  5  kilometers):  what  was  present  is  described 
below. 


PREVIOUS  WORK  IN  THE  IMMEDIATE  PROJECT  AREA 


The  most  extensive  work  to  date  touching  on  archaeological  Investigations  in 
the  Immediate  project  area,  and  Indeed  the  only  report,  is  Gerald  P.  Smith’s 
(1979)  Archaeological  Surveys  in  the  Obion-Forked  Deer  and  Reelfoot-Indian 
Creek  Drainages:  1966  Through  Early  1975.  In  this  volume.  Smith 
summarized  the  results  of  several  small  survey  projects  undertaken  for  the 
U.S.D.A.  Soil  Conservation  Service,  and  as  part  of  his  own  research,  in  the 
Obion,  Forked  Deer,  and  Reelfoot-Indian  Creek  drainages.  A  number  of  sites 
were  described  from  near  the  project  right-of-way.  Additionally,  the  state  site 
files  contained  information  about  several  other  sites  Smith  had  recorded  in 
the  general  area,  but  had  not  incorporated  into  his  1979  report.  Most  of  these 
sites  were  revisited  as  part  of  the  current  project,  with  results  as  described  in 
Chapter  Vll. 

Smith’s  report  offers  an  Introduction  to  the  archaeology  of  the  study  region, 
and  provides  general  descriptions  of  many  of  the  artifact  categories  to  be 
found  on  sites  in  this  area  (see  Figures  6,7,9,10).  Unfortunately,  because  his 
data  came  from  surface  or  limited  testing  contexts,  he  was  unable  to 
demonstrate,  in  other  than  very  general  terms,  the  nature  of  the  local  cultural 
sequence.  As  he  noted  "throughout  the  area  there  is  a  pressing  need  for  the 
establishment  of  local  chronologies  through  study  of  stratified  sites  with 
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multiple  occupations"  (Smith  1979:5).  A  number  of  areas  were  examined 
during  this  research,  including  three  tracts  within  the  present  project's 
direct  impact  zone  that  were  visited  in  1974  (Figure  11).  In  addition  to  his 
own  survey  work,  Smith  reeorded  a  number  of  sites  described  to  him  by  local 
informants.  Several  sites  close  to  the  project  area  were  recorded  at  this  time, 
including  40GB41,  40GB42,  40GB53,  40GB61,  40WK9,  40WK10,  40WK11, 
40WK13,  and  40WK14.  The  nature  and  results  of  the  work  done  at  these 
sites,  unfortunately,  cannot  be  reconstructed  from  the  report  and  site  file 
data,  which  contain  only  very  general  descriptions.  With  the  exception  of 
40Wkl3,  all  of  these  sites  were  revisited  during  the  present  study.  Smith's 
descriptions  of  these  sites,  taken  from  his  1979  report  and  from  the  site  files 
in  Nashville,  accompany  the  description  of  these  sites  given  in  Chapter  VII. 


PREVIOUS  WORK  IN  NEARBY  AREAS 


East  of  the  study  area,  Broster  (1975)  conducted  a  survey  along  a  portion  of 
the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  in  the  mid  1970s,  recording  several  sites. 
He  noted  that  all  of  the  sites  detected  "appear  to  represent  minor  activity 
areas  or  temporary  habitations... sites  tend  to  be  located  above  the  floodplain  of 
the  watershed  area"  (Broster  1975:10).  Minimal  use  of  riverine  floodplains  in 
this  general  region  was  also  indicated  by  Jolly's  (1985)  study  of  a  15.2  mile 
segment  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Forked  Deer  River.  Only  five  sites  were 
recorded,  in  spite  of  an  extensive,  carefully  conceived  and  executed  program 
of  pedestrian  survey,  bank  inspection,  and  deep  testing.  Other  work  in  the 
general  area  include  small  surveys  associated  with  road  construction  or  bridge 
replacement  (e.g..  Ward  1985),  Cultural  resource  overview  documents  have 
been  prepared  for  several  federal  properties  in  the  northwest  Tennessee  area, 
including  for  the  Milan  Army  Ammunition  Plant  to  the  south  (Smith  and 
Hartsell  1984),  the  Reelfoot  and  Lake  Isom  National  Wildlife  Refuges  to  the 
northwest  (Dickson  and  Campbell  1979),  and  the  Hatchie  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  to  the  west  (Smith  1979a),  These  provide  valuable  summaries  of  the 
work  conducted  on  these  areas,  as  well  as  available  evidence  for  the  local 
cultural  sequence.  Finally,  a  number  of  surveys  have  been  conducted  along 
adjoining  or  nearby  drainages  ,  that  provide  useful  comparative  information  on 
the  archaeology  of  the  region  (e.g..  Dye  1975,  Peterson  1979a,  1979b:  Weaver 
and  Smith  1984). 


REGIONAL  STUDIES 


The  central  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  and  adjacent  areas  has  long  been 
recognized  as  one  of  the  richest  archaeological  areas  in  eastern  North 
America,  in  terms  of  the  wealth  and  complexity  of  prehistoric  settlement.  As 
noted  above,  several  reports  detail  previous  archaeological  investigations  and 
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(Source:  Smith  1979*:  127) 
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the  cultural  history  of  the  western  Tennessee  area.  Perhaps  the  most  notable 
overview  of  the  prehistory  of  this  region  is  by  Phillips  (1970),  who  formulated 
and  reviewed  in  depth  evidence  for  periods  and  phases  throughout  the  Lower 
Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley,  including  in  the  vicinity  of  western  Tennessee. 

Phillips  review  begins  in  Poverty  Point/Late  Archaic  times  and  follows  on 
through  the  sequence  to  the  Mississippian.  Periods  discussed  by  Phillips 
include:  Poverty  Point,  Tchula/Early  Woodland,  Marksville/Middle  Woodland, 
Baytown/Middle  to  Later  Woodland,  Coles  Creek/Late  Woodland,  and 
Mississippian.  Although  most  of  Phillip's  discussion  is  drawn  from  work  in 
southwest  Tennessee,  and  from  across  the  Mississippi  in  Arkansas  and 
southeast  Missouri,  his  overview  provides  a  good  general  framework  from 
which  to  evaluate  local,  northwest  Tennessee-Obion  River  cultural 
developments.  Morse  and  Morse's  (1983)  general  synthesis  on  The 
Archaeology  of  the  Central  Mississippi  Valiev  also  helps  to  place  the 
prehistoric  occupations  in  western  Tennessee  within  a  broad  perspective. 
The  general  periods  emplopyed  in  these  studies,  in  fact,  guided  the 
development  of  the  research  design  elaborated  in  Chapter  Ill. 


GENERAL  OBSERVATIONS 


From  inspection  of  the  local  literature,  it  is  evident  that  certain  parts  of  the 
local  cultural  sequence  are  better  defined,  and  more  easily  recognized,  than 
others.  Paleolndian,  Early  Archaic,  and  Mississippian  components,  for 
example,  can  be  readily  recognized  by  the  presence  of  highly  distinctive 
projectile  points;  Mississippian  components  can  also  be  identified  by  the 
presence  of  shell  tempered  pottery.  The  general  Archaic  cultural  sequence 
for  the  area  inferred  by  Smith  (1979a,  1979b),  in  general,  is  similar  to  that 
noted  in  central  Tennesse  (Lewis  and  Kneberg  1961;  F'aulkner  and 
McCollough  1973),  and  in  northern  Mississippi  (Ensor  1981).  A  large  number 
of  types  are  employed  to  describe  local  hafted  bifaces,  particularly  those 
occurring  later  In  the  Archaic  sequence.  Because  the  observable  variation 
between  many  of  these  categone.s  is  slight,  classification  of  local  projectile 
points  can  be  a  highly  confusing  undertaking  in  all  but  the  most  unambiguous 
cases.  While  type  assignments  were  attempted  in  the  present  report  (in 
conjunction  with  the  advice  of  local  authorities),  no  great  confidence  is  placed 
in  many  of  the  assignments.  Instead,  detailed  measurement,  description,  and 
illustration  was  employed  (Figure  22.  Appendix  1-2),  with  probable  dates 
assigned  to  each  specimen  in  the  individual  site  descriptions. 

As  noted  in  the  previous  chapter,  the  identification  of  local  prehistoric 
ceramic  assemblages  is  characterized  by  a  comparable  level  of  confusion,  in 
spite  of  sincere  effort  on  the  part  of  local  authorities  to  resolve  these  problems 
(c.f.  Smith  1979,  Mainfort  1986b).  Fortunately,  a  number  of  key  types  and 
tempers  occur  that,  if  present,  can  help  to  closely  date  an  assemblage.  As  is 
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the  case  with  the  most  useful  projectile  point  types,  this  information  is 
derived  from  solid  work  in  other  areas,  and  at  varying  distances.  In  the 
Reelfoot  and  Lake  Isom  National  Wildlife  Refuge  overview,  for  example, 
Dickson  and  Campbell  (1979)  described  almost  all  the  recovered  ceramics  in 
terms  of  Phillips  (1970)  Lower  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  typology.  Smith's 
(1979b)  use  of  the  northern  Mississippi  Baldwin  and  Thomas  series  (Jennings 
1941;  Koehler  1966)  in  his  Hatchie  National  Wildlife  Refuge  overview  is 
another  example  of  this  use  of  extralocal  sequences. 

Many  ceramic  analyses  from  northwest  Tennessee,  upon  inspection,  are  little 
more  than  typological  comparisons  with  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  ceramic 
types,  central  Tennessee  types,  or  northern  Mississippi  types.  Given  the 
general  absence  of  thorough  artifact  description  in  most  of  these  reports, 
however,  the  accuracy  of  these  classifications  cannot  be  assessed.  In  many 
cases,  furthermore,  justification  for  the  use  of  a  particular  extralocal  sequence 
is  not  provided.  The  background  sections  for  Dickson  and  Campbell's  (1979) 
Reelfoot  and  Isom  National  Wildlife  overview,  for  example,  contained  an 
extensive  discussion  of  the  Middle  Tennessee  Woodland  ceramic  sequence, 
with  minimal  discussion  of  the  Mississippi  Alluvial  Valley  sequence.  The 
ceramics  recovered,  however,  were  largely  classified  following  Phillips'  (1970) 
taxonomy.  Nowhere  in  this  report  is  there  discussion  of  the  utility  or 
appropriateness  of  either  the  Middle  Tennessee  or  Lower  Alluvial  Valley 
sequences  to  the  study  area.  Evaluative  statements  and  analyses  are  needed 
locally. 


The  use  of  extralocal  typologies  to  describe  northwest  Tennessee  ceramic 
assemblages  may  ultimately  prove  correct.  Wherever  possible,  researchers 
need  to  to  attempt  to  test  the  utility  of  such  typologies,  minimally  by  noting 
similarities  and  differences  in  stratigraphic/temporal  context,  assemblage 
associations,  and  sorting  attributes.  This  remains  to  be  done  in  detail  in  the 
immediate  or  even  general  project  area.  The  Obion  River  area  may  well  be 
characterized  by  relatively  unique  (at  least  at  the  variety  level,  sensu  Phillips 
1970:24-28),  or  at  least  previously  unrecognized.  Woodland  and  Mississippian 
ceramic  assemblages.  Since  virtually  no  detailed  artifactual  descriptions  exist 
from  the  area,  this  focus  to  the  present  investigations  was  thought  to  be 
particularly  Important.  Once  stratified  sites  yielding  large  artifact  samples  are 
excavated  and  reported  from  this  part  of  northwest  Tennessee,  much  of  the 
current  ambiguity  will  resolve  itself.  Until  that  time,  detailed  description,  and 
discu'ssion,  about  the  kinds  of  remains  that  are  found  in  the  area  will  help  set 
the  frjamework  for  eventual  interpretation. 
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V.  FIELD  AND  LABORATORY  METHODS 


INTRODUCTION 


In  this  chapter,  field  and  laboratory  procedures  used  during  the  Obion  River 
Survey  Project  are  described  in  detail.  These  encompass  the  specific  field, 
analytical,  and  reporting  methods  and  procedures  followed  in  each  phase  of 
the  investigation.  The  proposed  methods  are  In  concordance  with  the  Scope 
of  Work,  and  all  relevant  Federal  guidelines.  Specifically,  they  are  designed  to 
conform  to  the  recently  adopted  (effective  September  1,  1986)  "Minimum 
Reporting  Requirements"  published  by  the  Tennessee  Department  of 
Conservation,  Division  of  Archaeology. 


BACKGROUND  AND  LITERATURE  SEARCH 


From  December  22  through  24,  1986,  the  project  Principal  investigator 
visited  Nashville  and  examined  records  and  archaeological  litera.ure  at  the 
Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation's  Division  of  Archaeology.  This 
included  the  county  site  files  and  listings  of  cultural  resource  invesugations  for 
Obion,  Weakley,  and  Gibson  counties.  These  were  examined  specifically  for 
information  about  sites  or  previous  investigations  in  or  near  the  project  area. 
The  nature  of  the  project  was  discussed  with  Mr.  Nick  Fielder,  Tmnessee 
State  Archaeologist,  who  provided  helpful  observations  about  where  sites  were 
likely  to  occur,  as  well  as  copies  of  relevant  survey  reports  from  the  area.  Site 
^orm  reporting  requirements  were  discussed  with  Ms.  Patti  Coat,  the  Site  File 
Curator.  The  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  for  Tennessee  was 
consulted,  to  see  if  any  National  Register  Sites  were  located  in  the  project 
area  (none  were). 

While  In  Nashville,  Mr.  Ed  Lewis,  Assistant  State  Soil  Scientist  with  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture's  Soil  Conservation  Service  was  contacted,  and 
information  obtained  about  soil  conditions  in  the  project  area.  Near  the 
project  area,  local  and  university  libraries  were  examined,  including  the 
Tennessee  Special  Collections  room  at  the  University  of  Tennessee  at  Martin, 
and  the  Martin  Branch  of  the  Weakley  County  library.  Local  experts  contacted 
Included  Robert  Mainfort  of  Pinson  Mounds  State  Archaeological  Area,  Pinson 
Tennessee,  and  Dan  and  Phyllis  Morse  of  the  Arkansas  Archeological  Survey's 
Northeast  Arkansas  Station  in  Jonesboro,  Visits  were  made  to  both  facilities, 
and  opinions  about  the  archaeology  of  western  Tennessee,  and  specific 
artifacts  recovered  during  the  project,  were  solicited.  Finally,  two  private 
collections  from  the  general  project  area  were  examined:  the  owners  of  these 
collections  are  kept  anonymous  here  at  their  request. 


Page  -  38 


Research  with  the  special  collections  at  the  University  of  Tennessee.  Martin, 
included  examination  of  early  maps  and  accounts  of  settlement  for  evidence  of 
historic  land  use  in  or  near  the  project  impact  aiea.  Little  evidence  for  early 
settlement  near  the  river  was  noted,  although  the  area's  rich  hunting  potenti^ 
was  described  by  no  less  than  Davy  Crockett  (Prins  1965:26-27).  During  the 
fieldwork  local  residents  were  asked  about  historic  and  prehistoric  site 
locations  in  or  near  the  project  area.  A  description  of  ail  formal  consultation 
efforts,  and  responses,  by  date,  is  included  as  Appendix  II. 


FIELDWORK  PROCEDURES 


The  purpose  of  the  intensive  survey  was  to  carefully  examine  the  project  area 
with  the  objective  of  locating  and  providing  documentation  on  the  boundaries 
and  general  character  of  all  encountered  cultural  resources.  This  included  the 
reexamination  of  known  sites  in  or  near  the  right-of-way,  as  well  as  the 
discovery  and  documentation  of  new  sites.  Five  cultural  properties  (three 
sites  and  two  isolated  finds)  were  found  inside  the  right-of-way,  and 
information  was  collected  from  another  20  properties  located  outside  the 
right-of-way  (16  sites  and  four  isolated  finds). 

The  collection  of  information  from  sites  outside  of  the  right-of-way  was 
undertaken  for  two  reasons,  (1)  to  see  if  previously  recorded  sites  located 
near  the  right-of-way  actually  extended  into  it,  and  (2)  to  assess  the  character 
of  local  cultural  resources.  Previously  recorded  sites  up  to  approximately  two 
kilometers  from  the  impact  zone  were  visited.  Previously  unrecorded  sites 
encountered  outside  of  the  right-of-way  during  the  project  investigations  were 
also  recorded.  Most  of  these  sites  were  found  while  walking  to  or  from  the 
direct  Impact  zone.  The  additional  recordation  effort  was  accomplished  with 
the  permission  and  direction  of  the  Contracting  Officer's  Representative,  Mr, 
Douglas  Prescott,  who  asked  that  such  revisitiation  and  recordation  occur 
wherever  possible,  to  augment  existing  Information  on  the  archaelogical 
resources  of  this  general  area. 

The  fieldwork  entailed  three  major  tasks,  each  with  specific  methodologies: 
(1)  site  discovery  In  wooded  or  overgrown  portions  of  the  study  area;  (2)  site 
discovery  in  open  agricultural  lands  in  the  study  area;  and  (3)  intensive  data 
collection  at  each  of  the  three  sites  found  in  the  project  right-of-way, 
including  datum  placement,  mapping,  boundary  definition,  controlled  data 
collection  (surface  collection  or  systematic  shovel  testing),  and  test  pitting. 


Scheduling  of  Fieldwork 

Field  investigations  in  the  project  area  were  initiated  on  January  5,  1987,  and 
ran  through  January  23,  1987,  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  David  G.  Anderson. 
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A  crew  of  four  was  in  the  field  for  fifteen  working  days,  consisting  of  Anderson 
and  three  research  assistants,  Mr.  Michael  Griffin,  Mr.  Joel  Jones,  and  Ms, 
Kathy  Mulchrone.  The  field  crew  time  was  supplemented  by  the  full  time 
participation,  for  five  days,  of  Mr.  David  Jacobs,  a  local  resident  who  provided 
a  boat  and  participated  in  the  river  bank  survey.  A  total  of  60  person-days 
were  spent  in  cultural  resource  field  investigations  in  the  project  area  by  the 
project  technical  staff.  The  entire  right-of-way  for  both  the  Sharon  and 
Sidonia  portions  of  the  project  was  examined,  employing  pedestrian  survey, 
subsurface  shovel  testing,  and  Inspection  of  channel  banks  from  the  boat  and 
on  foot.  A  running  log  of  daily  activity  was  kept,  and  has  been  curated  with 
the  project  collections  and  records.  Weather  most  days  was  characterized  by 
cloudy  skys,  with  temperatures  in  the  mid  to  high  30's,  although  some 
fluctuation  up  to  15  degrees  above  and  below  this  average  occurred.  Only  part 
of  one  day  was  lost  due  to  rain,  and  the  only  snowfall  to  cover  the  ground  more 
than  a  few  hours  occurred  the  next  to  last  day,  during  the  testing  phase.  The 
cold  weather  meant  minimal  underbrush  was  present  in  overgrown  areas, 
while  the  absence  of  snow,  coupled  with  post-harvest  field  conditions,  meant 
cleared  areas  offered  unusually  good  surface  visibility. 

The  project  was  conducted  in  two  parts,  a  site  discovery  phase,  and  an 
intensive  data  collection  phase.  During  the  site  discovery  phase,  which 
occupied  the  first  ten  days  of  the  project,  the  entire  survey  area  was  examined 
using  the  procedures  described  below.  The  final  five  days  of  fieldwork  were 
spent  in  intensive  data  collection  at  the  three  sites  found  during  the  survey, 
and  in  a  boat  reconnaissance  of  the  river  banks.  At  each  of  the  three  sites  in 
the  right  of  way,  permanent  datums  were  established  usiong  lengths  of  iron 
rebar,  detailed  maps  were  shot  in,  site  conditions  were  recorded,  and 
controlled  surface  and  subsurface  collections  were  made. 

Field  investigations  during  the  general  survey  included  the  pedestrian 
inspection  of  every  portion  of  the  project  right-of-way,  with  crew  members 
dispersed  along  transects  no  more  than  30  meters  apart.  In  cleared  or 
plowed  areas,  transects  approximately  ten  to  fifteen  meters  apart  were  used, 
to  ensure  comprehensive  coverage  in  areas  of  excellent  surface  visibility. 
Plowed  fields  accounted  for  approximately  40  percent  of  the  project  area.  In 
most  cases,  these  fields  had  been  recently  harvested  or  plowed,  and  were 
characterized  by  good  to  excellent  visibility  (75  to  100  percent).  In 
overgrown  areas,  shovel  tests  were  opened  every  30  meters,  except  in 
flooded  areas,  or  areas  of  extensive  soil  disturbance.  These  shovel  tests  were 
30  X  30  cm,  and  were  carried  to  a  minimum  depth  of  50  cm,  or  until  flooded. 
Approximately  40  percent  of  the  project  area  was  in  wooded  terrain  accessible 
by  shovel  testing.  The  remaining  approximately  20  percent  of  the  project  area 
was  characterized  by  flooded  tracts,  water-saturated  soils,  or  areas  of  massive 
ground  disturbance.  The  latter  terrain  category,  areas  characterized  by 
extensively  disturbed  deposits,  was  comparatively  rare  (under  5  percent  of  the 
project  area).  Descriptions  of  specific  land-use  and  survey  conditions  along 
the  project  right-of-way  are  provided  in  Appendix  III. 
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On  the  Obion  River  project,  sites  were  defined  as  surface  scatters  of  more 
than  five  non-modern  historic  or  prehistoric  artifacts  within  areas  30  X  30  m 
in  maximum  extent,  or  any  area  yielding  two  consecutive  positive  shovel  tests. 
Of  the  three  sites  found  in  the  direct  impact  zone,  two  were  found  in 
overgrown  areas  and  one  was  found  in  a  cultivated  field.  Five  or  fewer  artifacts 
from  larger  surface  areas,  or  isolated  positive  shovel  tests  were  considered 
isolated  finds.  Two  isolated  finds  were  found  in  surface  contexts  in  the  direct 
impact  zone;  no  isolated  artifacts  were  found  in  shovel  tests. 

Every  patently  nonmodern  artifact  found  during  the  fieldwork  was  collected. 
Because  of  the  alluvial  setting,  any  rock  or  gravel  fragment  observed  was  also 
collected.  Two  exceptions  were  made  to  this  total  collection  strategy.  Rock 
was  not  collected  near  roadways  employing  gravel  fill,  and  pieces  of  field 
limestone  were  not  collected.  Obviously  Introduced  gravels  were  found 
immediately  adjacent  to  roads  in  several  areas,  and  discussions  with  local 
farmers  indicated  a  recent  origin  for  the  occasional  limestone  gravel 
fragments  observed  in  cleared  fields  in  the  right-of-way. 

In  addition  to  the  pedestrian  survey  of  the  project  right-of-way,  a  14  foot 
motor  boat  was  used  for  a  five  day  period  to  examine  bank  profiles  throughout 
the  project  area.  This  was  done  by  project  archaeological  team  members, 
assisted  by  Mr.  David  Jacobs,  a  loc^  farmer  and  commercial  fisherman  who 
had  worked  the  river  for  years.  Project  bank  cuts  were  also  examined  by  Dr. 
John  Foss  of  the  Department  of  Plant  and  Soil  Science  at  the  University  of 
Tennessee,  Knoxville.  Dr.  Foss  visited  the  project  area  for  three  days,  one  of 
which  was  spent  examining  bank  profiles  with  the  Principal  Investigator,  and 
the  other  two  obtaining  soil  samples  from  project  sites.  The  bank  inspection 
effort  consisted  of  drifting  parallel  to  and  alongside  the  bank  and  visually 
inspecting  the  eroded  face.  Where  it  was  safe  to  get  out  of  the  boat  and  walk 
along  the  bank,  this  was  done;  shovels  or  trowels  were  used  to  obtain  clearer 
views  of  the  deposits  in  these  areas.  No  sites  or  isolated  finds  were  found 
during  the  bank  inspection. 


Site  Discovery  in  the  Wooded  Portions 

The  major  site  discovery  technique  employed  during  the  Obion  River  Survey 
Project  was  systematic  shovel-testing  along  the  right-of-way.  In  all  wooded, 
nondisturbed  or  non-flooded  areas,  30  by  30  cm  shovel  tests  were  excavated 
to  depths  of  up  to  50  cm  at  30  m  intervals.  Fill  from  these  tests  was  screened 
through  0.25  Inch  mesh  hardware  cloth.  Areas  Intensively  shovel  tested  are 
recorded  on  the  appropriate  quadrangle  and  project  blue-line  maps  (Appendix 
IV).  Positive  shovel  tests,  which  occurred  in  two  areas  (later  designated  Sites 
10  and  14).  were  flagged  and  the  locations  were  marked  on  the  project  maps; 
all  artifacts  found  in  these  tests  were  bagged  separately. 
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Site  Discovery  in  Agricnltuial  Fields 


The  principal  site  discovery  technique  in  plowed  fields  with  greater  than  50 
percent  surface  visibility  was  pedestrian  surface  survey.  This  was 
accomplished  along  transects  spaced  a  maximum  of  20  m  apart.  These 
transects  were  oriented  parallel  to  the  major  waterway  in  the  area  (e.g.,  the 
Middle  or  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River).  The  single  site  found  in  a  cleared 
field  within  the  right-of-way  (Site  4)  was  flagged  and  the  scatter  was  later 
piece-plotted.  At  sites  found  outside  the  right-of-way,  general  collections  of  all 
visible  artifacts  were  made.  All  isolated  finds  were  plotted  on  project  maps. 


Intensive  Site  Documentation:  Datum  Placement,  Mapping, 

Boundary  Definition,  and  Controlled  Data  Collection 

Permanent  datums  were  established  at  the  three  sites  found  within  the 
project  right  of  way.  These  datums  consisted  of  three  foot  lengths  of  iron 
rebar  driven  to  ground  level  in  wooded  areas.  The  datum  points,  were  flagged 
with  red  plastic  surveyor  tape  to  assure  relocation,  and  at  one  !site  (Site  14), 
where  it  was  feasible,  the  field  datum  was  tied  into  a  permanent  COE  marker. 

Using  a  transit,  two  50  m  tapes,  and  a  metric  stadia  rod,  data  for  the 
preparation  of  detailed  contour  maps  was  collected  at  each  site.  A  standard 
surveyors'  notebook  was  utilized  to  record  the  angle  and  distance  for  each 
point.  At  the  single  site  located  in  a  plowed  field  (Site  4),  a  controlled  surface 
collection  was  made  over  the  scatter  until  no  further  artifacts  were 
encountered.  All  surface  artifacts  were  flagged  upon  discovery,  and  mapped 
in  from  the  site  datum  using  the  transit  and  tape;  elevations  were  recorded  for 
each  artifact.  To  insure  adequate  surface  coverage,  the  entire  extent  of  the 
scatter  was  traversed  by  the  project  team,  following  each  plow  furrow.  At  Site 
4,  where  82  artifacts  were  found,  a  two-person  mapping  team  ^recorded  the 
scatter  in  approximately  two  hours  (see  Chapter  VI).  Althoug|i  the  project 
Principal  Investigator  was  familiar  with  this  mapping  stra!tegy,  having 
conducted  mitigation-stage  piece-plotting  operations  at  four  large  open  air 
sites  near  El  Paso,  Texas  (Anderson  and  Carter  1985),  it  can  be  readily 
adopted  by  archaeological  teams  anywhere  in  the  country.  Using  this 
procedure,  it  is  possible  to  completely  piece- plot  small  scatters  (under  200 
artifacts)  in  under  two  to  three  hours  with  a  team  of  four  people;  much  of  the 
time  is  actually  spent  carefully  searching  the  site  area,  and  flagging  the 
artifacts  prior  to  mapping  them  in  with  a  transit  and  tape.  The  quality  of 
recovered  data  is  certainly  far  higher  than  that  typically  contained  in  general 
collections. 

At  the  two  sites  found  in  wooded  areas,  shovel  tests  were  excavated  at  10  m 
intervals  within  an  uniform  grid.  Shovel  testing  proceeded  until  two  sterile 
units,  or  obvious  off-site  or  disturbed  areas  we"e  encountered.  All 
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proveniences  were  carefully  recorded.  Standing  structures  which  were  not 
obviously  modern  (i.e.,  less  than  50  years  old)  and  which  were  located  within 
the  right-of-way  were  recorded  and  photographed,  with  data  on  construction, 
state  of  preservation,  and  associated  materials  recorded.  Only  two  such 
structures  were  found  in  the  right-of-way.  an  old  hunting  shack,  and  a 
collapsed  farm  outbuilding,  both  at  Site  10  (see  Chapter  VI). 

One  1  m  test  unit  was  excavated  at  each  of  the  three  sites  found  in  the  project 
right-of-way.  These  units  were  excavated  using  arbitrary  10  cm  levels:  the 
exception  to  this  practice  occurred  at  Site  4,  where  the  plowzone  was 
removed  as  a  unit.  The  test  units  were  taken  to  20  cm  (two  levels)  below 
artifact  bearing  soils;  at  each  site  'he  units  were  taken  to  50  cm  in  depth.  A 
30  X  30  cm  test  was  then  opened  in  the  corner  of  each  unit  to  40  cm  below 
the  last  excavated  level,  or  to  90  cm.  All  fill  was  dry  screened  using  0.25  inch 
mesh.  Representative  profiles  were  drawn  for  each  unit,  with  Munscll  charts 
used  to  document  soil  colors.  Color  and  black  and  white  photographs  were 
made  of  representative  profiles  and  site  areas,  and  are  Illustrated  in  Chapter 
VI.  A  7.6  cm  diameter  auger  was  used  by  the  project  geomorphologist  (Dr. 
John  Foss)  to  obtain  a  deep  (ca.  1.5  to  2.0  m)  soil  column  from  near  each 
excavated  test  unit.  All  test  units  and  shovel  tests  were  tied  in  to  the 
permanent  site  datum  with  a  transit  and  tape.  Upon  the  close  of  the 
fieldwork,  all  of  the  excavated  units  were  backfilled;  1986  coins  were  left  in 
inverted  glass  Jars  at  the  90  cm  level  In  each  of  the  three  excavated  test  units, 
A  detailed  Management  Summary.  In  letter  format,  describing  the  results  of 
the  project  fieldwork,  was  submitted  to  the  Memphis  Corps  of  Engineers  on 
February  3,  1987. 


COMPLETION  OF  TENNESSEE  STATE  SITE  FORMS 


Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation.  Division  of  Archaeology  Archaeological 
Site  Forms  were  completed  for  each  site  and  Isolated  find  visited  during  the 
Obion  River  Survey  Project.  Forms  were  completed  for  newly  discovered 
sites,  as  well  as  for  known  sites  revisited  during  the  project.  Completion  of 
the  forms  was  accomplished  in  consultation  with  Ms.  Patti  Coat,  Division  of 
Archaeology  Site  File  Curator.  To  facilitate  preparation,  facsimile  site  forms 
(identical  in  format  and  typeface  to  the  state  forms)  were  prepared  on  an 
Apple  MacPlus,  using  an  OMNIS  III  data  file  and  a  LaserWriter  Printer. 
Completed  forms  were  submltcd  to  the  site  File  Curator,  Ms.  Patti  Coatc,  at 
the  Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation,  Division  of  Archaeology  on  March 
10,  1987.  (Although  temporary  site  numbers  are  used  in  this  report,  the 
assigned  permanent  site  numbers  will  be  used  in  the  final  report  in  all  text 
and  graphics  references). 
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ANALYSIS 


Upon  completion  of  the  fieldwork,  all  artifacts  recovered  during  the  Obion 
River  survey  project  were  washed  and  sorted  into  major  typological  and 
functional  categories.  The  contents  from  each  provenience  were  then 
recorded,  and  the  artifacts  were  catalogued  using  accession  numbers  provided 
by  the  Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation's  Division  of  Archaeology.  A 
primary  emphasis  of  the  laboratory  analysis  was  the  determination  of 
occupation  span  and  function  at  each  site  in  the  project  area.  Towards  this 
end,  the  analysis  Included  the  general  description  of  the  prehistoric  and 
historic  materials  recovered  from  each  provenience:  this  Information,  by  site 
and  provenience,  is  given  in  Appendix  I.  This  was  followed  by  a  more  detailed 
examination  of  potentially  diagnostic  artifacts,  specifically  the  prehistoric 
ceramics  and  all  Intentionally  retouched  flake  tools.  A  series  of  nominal  and 
metric  attributes  were  recorded  for  each  hafted  biface,  intentionally 
retouched  flake  tool,  and  intact  cobble  tool,  while  paste  and  surface  finish  was 
noted  for  all  recovered  ceramics.  Minimally,  count  and  weight  data  were 
recorded  for  each  artifact  category:  this  Information,  together  with  typological 
assignments  for  these  artifacts,  is  listed  in  Appendix  I.  The  project  artifacts, 
field  records,  and  analysis  notes  have  been  curated  at  the  Pinson  Mounds 
Archaeological  Area,  Pinson,  Tennessee,  a  facility  operated  by  the  Department 
of  Conservation's  Division  of  Archaeology. 


SITE  LOCATION  MAPS 


Site  locations  have  been  only  generally  noted  in  this  report,  and  are  illustrated 
at  a  scale  that  will  permit  only  approximate  relocation  (Figure  2).  This  was 
done  Intentionally,  in  compliance  with  the  Scope  of  Work,  in  an  effort  to 
safeguard  these  sites  from  possible  uncontrolled  collection  or  excavation  in 
the  future.  Precise  locational  information  for  all  of  the  sites  examined  during 
this  project  was  submitted  with  the  site  forms  to  the  Tennessee  Department 
of  Conservation  Division  of  Archaeology.  Site  locations  were  plotted  on  xerox 
copies  of  relevant  sections  of  the  U.S.G.S.  7.5  minute  quadrangles  for  the 
project  area:  on  project  1  inch  to  400  foot  aerials  (1981  overflight)  supplied 
by  the  Memphis  Corps  of  Engineers:  and  on  county  highway  maps.  This 
information  is  also  Included  as  Appendix  IV  to  this  report. 

Six  originals  of  the  two  U.S.  Geological  Survey  7.5'  Quadrangles  sheets 
encompassing  the  project  area  --  the  Rutherford  and  Greenfield  maps  --  will 
be  submitted  to  the  Memphis  District.  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  .:non 
receipt  of  final  site  numbers  from  the  Tennessee  Department  of  Consen  on 
Division  of  Archaeology.  These  USGS  quadrangles  will  have  the  location  of 
each  discovered  or  revisited  site  clearly  marked  and  labeled  with  the 
appropriate  site  number.  Known  sites  outside  the  project  area  are  not 
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illustrated  on  these  maps,  unless  they  provide  a  vital  context  for  discovered 
sites.  In  practice,  all  new  or  relocated  sites  within  two  kilometers  of  the 
project  area  have  been  recorded  on  these  maps.  The  site  locations  on  the 
quadrangle  sheets  were  drafted  by  a  graphics  specialist  to  assure  clarity  and 
legibility,  and  using  permanent  marking  ink  to  insure  the  long  term  survival  of 
this  information. 
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VI.  DESCRIPTION  OF  SITES  IN  THE  PROJECT  IMPACT  AREA 

INTRODUCTION 


Three  sites  and  two  isolated  finds  were  located  in  the  project  right-of-way. 
The  three  sites  all  came  from  along  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  within 
the  Sharon  portion  of  the  study  area  (Figure  2).  The  three  sites  and  one  of  the 
two  isolated  finds  had  prehistoric  materials  present;  two  of  the  sites  also  had 
historic  materials,  while  the  other  Isolated  find  consisted  solely  of  historic 
artifacts.  The  three  sites  (S-4,  S-10,  and  S-14)  were  found  in  close  proximity 
to  one  another,  approximately  one  and  a  half  miles  east  of  the  confluence  of 
the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  River.  All  three  are  located  on  an 
old  elevated  terrace  remnant  called  Beech  Ridge  that  has  been  bisected  by  the 
river  channel.  Two  of  the  sites  (S-10  and  S-14)  were  located  by  shovel  testing 
in  wooded  terrain  along  the  north  side  of  the  river,  while  the  third  site  (S-4) 
was  found  in  a  plowed  field  on  the  south  side  of  the  river.  The  two  isolated 
finds  were  found  along  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  at  the  extreme 
southern  end  of  the  Sidonia  tract.  Each  of  these  sites  and  isolated  finds  is 
discussed  in  turn  below. 


SITE  4 


Site  S-4  consisted  of  a  plowzone  scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  approximately 
40  meters  in  diameter  found  near  the  center  of  a  small  plowed  field 
immediately  south  of  the  channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  lUver  (Figures 
12,  13).  The  site  was  found  on  January  9,  1987,  during  the  field  survey.  At 
the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  excellent 
surface  visibility  (ca.  75  percent).  A  light  scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  was 
observed,  and  after  a  brief  examination,  was  considered  an  ideal  candidate  for 
controlled  collection  procedures.  The  site  was  revisited  on  January  22  and 
23,  1987,  and  intensively  examined.  The  field  area  was  walked  using  evenly 
spaced  transects  (every  other  plow  row),  and  all  observed  surface  artifacts 
were  temporarily  flagged  ■with  red  surveyor  marking  tape.  The  flagged  surface 
artifacts  (N=81)  were  then  piece-plotted  with  a  transit,  stadia  rod,  and  tape 
(Figure  14),  Elevations  were  taken  at  each  artifact,  and  an  additional  26 
points  were  shot  in  defining  the  field  edge,  the  tree  line,  and  the  river  bank. 
These  data  were  used  to  prepare  a  20  cm  contour  map  of  the  site  area  (Figure 
12). 

The  piece-plotting  collection  procedure  proved  to  be  a  highly  efficient  and 
effective  method  of  documenting  the  site  surface  scatter.  The  four  person 
crew  spent  approximately  two  hours  locating,  flagging,  and  mapping  the 
artifacts  defining  the  scatter.  The  scatter  map  reveals  a  small,  tight  cluster  of 
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View  to  the  northwest,  toward  the  channelized  course  of  the  Obion  River.  The  site  is  in  the  small  field  beyond  the  trenches. 


Figure  13 

Site  40WK _ (Site  4) 

General  Setting,  January  1987  Testing. 
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artifacts,  with  some  outliers,  just  to  the  east  of  a  slight  rise  in  the  field  (Figure 
14).  This  greatly  facilitates  site  interpretation,  and  subsequent  investigation. 
Placement  of  the  test  unit  subsequently  excavated  at  the  site,  it  should  be 
noted,  was  guided  by  this  spatial  information.  It  is  highly  unlikely  that  a 
traditional,  general  collection  procedure,  or  even  a  controlled  collection  using 
complete  recovery  within  predetermined  grid  squares  or  circles,  would  have 
revealed  the  same  spatial  patterning,  or  permitted  as  effective  test  unit 
placement. 

Based  on  the  time  needed  to  locate  and  flag  all  of  the  site  artifacts,  a  general 
surface  collection  could  have  been  made  at  Site  4  in  one  third  to  one  quarter 
of  the  time  it  took  to  piece-plot  the  artifacts.  The  resulting  data,  however,  a 
half  kilogram  sack  of  artifacts,  would  be  of  little  interpretive  value.  It  is 
doubtful,  furthermore,  that  the  tight  cluster  defining  the  core  of  the  site 
would  have  been  as  well  defined.  General  surface  collection  procedures,  it  is 
argued,  can  obscure  or  confound  patterning  evident  in  surface  data.  The 
information  gained  through  the  minor  increase  in  collection  time  must  be 
balanced  against  the  irrevocable  information  loss  accompan)dng  more  general 
collection  procedures  (Anderson  and  Carter  1985:105). 

Eighty  one  prehistoric  artifacts  were  obtained  from  the  site  surface.  Precise 
proveniences  are  shown  in  Figure  14,  and  a  description  of  each  artifact  is 
given  in  Appendix  I-l.  In  brief,  45  unmodified  interior  flakes,  two  shatter 
fragments.  25  wear  retouched  flakes  (flakes  exhibiting  use  damage,  but  no 
evidence  for  intentional  flake  removal  for  the  preparation  of  a  working  edge), 
four  intentionally  retouched  flakes  (flakes  with  smaller  flakes  intentionally 
detached  from  one  or  more  margins,  for  the  preparation  of  a  working  surface), 
three  biface  fragmen;s,  one  small  nondiagnosti '  grog  tempered  sherd,  one 
small  chunk  of  ferruginous  sandstone,  and  one  intact  sandstone  hammerstone 
were  found  (Figure  23f,k,h,m,o).  The  only  potential  diagnostic  was  the  eroded 
grog  tempered  sherd,  which  suggests  a  Woodland  component  (Figure  23o). 
The  biface  fragments  were  all  from  unfinished  preforms,  and  were  not 
temporally  diagnostic.  The  general  absence  of  pottery,  however,  indicates  that 
its  use  either  wasn't  an  important  part  of  this  occupation,  or  that  the  primary 
occupation  was  preceramic. 

A  high  Incidence  of  unifacial  flake  utilization  was  observed  over  the  Site  4 
surface  assemblage  (N=29  wear  and  intentionally  retouched  unifaces, 
accounting  for  39.2  percent  of  all  flakes),  suggesting  that  lithic  raw  material 
was  carefully  conserved.  Intentional  thermal  alteration  was  also  common  over 
the  flaked  stone  assemblage  (N=52  of  79  chert  artifacts:  65.8 
percent) (Appendix  I-l).  By  category,  thermal  alteration  was  observed  on  28 
unmodified  flakes  (62.2  percent),  18  wear  retouched  unifacial  flake  tools  (72.0 
percent),  three  intentionally  retouched  unifacial  flake  tools  (75.0  percent), 
two  of  ^e  three  biface  fragments,  and  on  the  single  shatter  fragment.  Given 
the  tight  artifact  distribution,  and  the  generally  uniform  character  of  the 
assemblage  (small  typically  thermally  altered  and/or  utilized  flakes),  much  of 
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Figure  15 

Site  40WK _ (Site  4) 

Te.st  Unit  1  Stratigraphy  (West  Wall), 
January  1987  Testing. 
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the  surface  assemblage  looked  as  though  it  came  frorxi  a  single  occupation. 

To  further  explore  the  nature  of  the  deposits,  a  one  meter  test  unit  was 
opened  at  Site  4,  The  unit  was  placed  in  the  vicinity  of  the  densest  surface 
artifact  scatter,  close  to  where  a  number  of  tools  had  been  recorded  (Figure 
14).  The  fill  was  removed  in  10  cm  levels  to  a  depth  of  50  cm;  a  30  x  30  cm 
area  in  the  corner  of  the  unit  was  opened  in  10  cm  levels  another  40  cm,  to 
90  cm  below  the  modern  ground  surface.  All  of  the  fill  was  screened  through 
one-quarter  inch  mesh.  No  cultural  features  were  observed  below  the  base  of 
the  plowzone,  which  was  defined  by  pronounced  plowscars,  and  a  noticeable 
change  in  soil  color  and  texture  (Figure  15). 

Two  discrete  zones  were  observed  within  the  plowzone,  a  loose  upper  disking 
zone,  and  a  more  compact,  presumably  less  frequently  worked  lower  zone. 
The  majority  of  the  artifacts  were  in  the  upper  of  the  two  zones,  suggesting 
fairly  shallow  deposits,  and  minimal  sedimentation  after  site  formation.  The 
site  area  lies  on  a  portion  of  Beech  Ridge,  an  old,  elevated  terrace  bisected  by 
the  Middle  Fork,  and  was  probably  comparatively  high  ground  throughout 
prehistory.  As  such,  alluvial  deposition  would  have  been  minor,  at  least  when 
compared  with  that  in  lower-lying  areas. 

Ninty  four  flakes  were  recovered  in  the  plowzone,  together  with  several  pieces 
of  ferruginous  sandstone  and  one  unidentifiable,  possibly  fired  clay  fragment 
(Appendix  I-l),  The  only  subplowzone  remains  were  a  seven  flakes  in 
probable  root  or  animal  burrow  disturbances.  Five  flakes  were  recovered  in 
level  three,  the  first  10  cm  level  below  the  plowzone:  one  flake  each  came 
from  the  next  two  levels.  No  artifacts  were  observed  in  the  40  cm  test  opened 
to  90  cm.  Deep  soil  angering,  conducted  as  part  of  the  geomorphological 
investigations,  and  examination  of  bank  profiles  along  the  nearby  river 
channel,  also  failed  to  detect  evidence  for  deeper  deposits. 

The  test  unit  assemblage  differed  from  the  surface  collection  in  several 
interesting  ways,  although  given  the  similar  raw  materials  and  treatment  it  is 
clear  they  derive  from  the  same  component  or  components.  The  screened 
test  unit  sample  had  a  far  higher  incidence  of  unmodifed  flakes,  and  these 
were  considerably  smaller,  on  the  average,  than  the  unmodified  flakes  found  in 
the  surface  collection  (Appendix  I-l).  Whereas  39.2  percent  of  the  surface 
flake  assemblage  exhibited  evidence  for  utilization,  this  was  observed  on  less 
then  ten  percent  (N=9;  8.9  percent)  of  the  test  unit  assemblage.  Evidence  for 
Intentional  thermal  alteration  was,  however,  generally  comparable  to  that 
observed  over  the  surface  assemblage  (76.2  vs.  65.8  percent).  This  suggests 
that  surface  collection  procedures,  even  the  most  controlled,  tend  to  miss  and 
hence  underrepresent  small,  unmodifed  flakes. 

The  Site  4  assemblage,  upon  surface  collection  and  testing,  appears  to  be 
spatially  restricted,  and  confined  to  the  upper,  plowzone  levels  of  the  site. 
Due  to  the  general  absence  of  diagnostics,  the  age  of  the  assemblage  is  cannot 
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be  determined  with  any  certainty.  Woodland  site  use  is  indicated  by  the  single 
sherd  recovered;  whether  this  sherd  dates  the  remainder  of  the  assemblage 
cannot,  at  present,  be  determined. 


SITE  10 


Site  S-10  was  located  immediately  across  from  S-4,  on  a  wooded  point  of  land 
approximately  30  to  75  meters  north  of  the  channelized  course  of  the  Middle 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  16).  The  old  former  channel  of  the  Middle 
Fork  loops  around  to  the  south  of  this  point  of  land,  between  the  site  S-10 
area  and  the  present  channel  of  the  river.  The  site  is  located  on  a  prominent 
elevated  rise  in  the  river  swamp,  on  the  southern  extremity  of  the  Beech 
Ridge  terrace  remnant  on  this  side  of  the  river.  Logging  or  other  partial 
land-clearing  appears  to  have  occurred  at  some  time  earlier  in  the  century, 
since  most  of  the  trees  present  on  the  knoll  were  fairly  small  (under  ca.  20 
cm  in  diameter).  Complete  clearing  during  the  present  century,  however, 
appears  improbable,  as  several  very  large  trees  were  also  observed,  most  along 
the  former  channel. 

Site  S-10  was  discovered  on  January  12,  1987,  during  the  systematic  shovel 
testing  operations  that  were  conducted  in  the  overgrown  portions  of  the 
project  right-of-way.  The  first  two  shovel  tests  opened  on  the  point  of  land 
•  defining  the  site  area,  in  fact,  yielded  artifacts.  Disappointingly,  the  excavation 
of  another  eight  tests  around  these  first  positive  tests  failed  to  yield  additional 
artifacts.  Two  datums  were  established,  each  a  three  foot  length  of  iron  rebar 
driven  flush  with  the  ground  and  flagged  with  red  surveyor  marking  tape. 
From  the  southernmost  datum,  on  the  crest  of  the  landform  defining  the  site, 
75  mapping  points  were  shot  in  using  a  transit,  stadia  rod,  and  tape.  This 
information  was  used  to  prepare  a  20  cm  contour  interval  map  of  the  site  area 
(Figure  16). 

Given  the  probable  age,  and  prominent  position  of  Beech  Ridge  in  the 
landscape,  it  is  not  surprising  that  a  site  is  located  here.  The  knoll  defining 
the  site  rises  visibly  out  of  the  surrounding  floodplain,  and  offers  one  of  the 
few  elevated,  and  hence  comparatively  dry,  locations  near  the  river  in  the 
study  area.  What  is  surprising  is  how  sparse  the  evidence  for  prehistoric  use 
of  toe  location  actually  is.  Two  probable  Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked  sherds 
(Figure  23:n)  were  found  just  below  toe  surface  in  the  first  shovel  test  (Shovel 
Test  1),  and  a  single  chert  interior  flake  was  found  just  below  the  surface  in  a 
second  test  (Shovel  Test  2)  opened  10  meters  away.  An  additional  eight 
shovel  tests  opened  in  a  ten  meter  grid  around  these  units  failed  to  detect 
additional  pitoistoric  remains,  and  no  artifacts  were  observed  in  the  river 
bank  profiles. 


o 
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Figure  17 

Site  40WK _ (Site  10) 

Historic  Structures,  January  1987  Testing. 
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The  most  striking  evidence  for  past  use  of  the  Site  S-10  area  dates  to  the 
historic  era.  The  remains  of  two  structures  are  present  on  the  terrace,  a 
solidly  built,  roofed  hunting  stand  overlooking  the  old  channel,  and  the 
collapsed  remnants  of  a  farm  outbuilding  further  back  on  the  knoll  (Figure  17). 
These  structural  features  were  mapped  and  thoroughly  photographed.  The 
hunting  shack,  of  weathered  C3T)ress  boards,  with  a  tar  paper  roof,  is 
extremely  well  built.  Although  similar,  albeit  less  elaborate  structures  or 
stands  were  quite  common  along  the  channel,  this  building,  with  four  standing 
walls,  a  roof,  and  a  frame  door,  was  by  far  the  best  example  observed  in  the 
study  area.  The  other  structure  observed  in  the  Site  S-10  area  was  the 
collapsed  remains  of  a  large  shed  or  small  barn  that  originally  appears  to  have 
measured  approximately  five  by  ten  meters.  This  structure  appears  on  the 
1954  Rutherford  7.5  minute  quad  as  a  temporary  building.  Only  a  minor 
amount  of  domestic  debris  (mostly  rusted  tin  cans)  was  observed  around  the 
mill,  although  an  iron  bed  frame  located  squarely  in  the  middle  of  the  debris 
forms  an  intersting  exception  to  this  pattern.  No  evidence  for  a  chimney, 
windows,  or  for  other  outbuildings,  wells,  or  privies  was  observed,  however, 
arguing  against  this  being  a  farmstead. 

To  further  explore  the  nature  of  the  site's  cultural  resources,  a  one  meter  test 
unit  was  opened  in  10  cm  levels  to  50  cm  between  the  two  shovel  tests 
yielding  artifacts:  again,  a  40  x  40  cm  area  in  the  corner  was  opened  and 
screened  to  a  depth  of  90  cm.  A  fairly  undifferentiated  soil  profile  was 
observed,  with  a  deep  B  horizon  below  a  shallow  A  horizon/possible  former 
plowzone  (Figure  18),  Three  historic  artifacts  were  found  in  the  first  two 
upper  levels,  two  wire  nail  fragments,  and  a  12  gauge  shotgun  shell  base. 
Seven  small  chert  flakes  and  two  sherds,  one  Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked 
and  one  eroded,  were  also  found  in  the  test  pit  upper  levels  (Appendix  I-l). 
Only  one  flake  was  found  below  30  cm,  in  the  30  to  40  cm  level.  No  plowscars 
or  other  evidence  for  cultural  features  was  observed  in  the  levels. 

The  low  prehistoric  artifact  density  observed  at  Site  10  was  somewhat 
surprising,  given  the  seemingly  favorable  location.  The  artifacts  that  were 
found  came  from  the  highest  part  of  the  landform.  on  a  small  knoll 
immediately  adjacent  to  the  former  river  channel.  Only  minor.  Woodland 
period  use  of  the  area  is  indicated  by  the  recovered  artifact  sample,  which  is 
quite  small.  Several  fairly  dense  prehistoric  scatters  were  observed  further 
back  on  Beech  Ridge  (see  Chapter  VII),  and  it  is  possible  that  areas 
immediately  adjacent  to  the  channel  were  generally  avoided,  or  at  least  were 
not  favored  long-term  occupation  loci.  This  pattern  continued  during  the 
recent  historic  era,  although  greater  temporary  use  of  the  area  is  indicated 
during  this  period. 
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Site  S-14  was  also  located  on  the  north  side  of  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion 
River,  on  the  elevated  Beech  Ridge  terrace  surface,  about  500  meters  west  of 
Site  S-10  (Figure  2).  The  site,  which  was  discovered  on  January  12.  1987, 
was  located  in  woods  on  either  side  of  a  dirt  road  running  down  to  the  river 
from  the  top  of  the  ridge  (Figures  19,  20),  No  artifacts  were  observed  in  the 
roadway,  which  is  deeply  scraped  in  its  higher  reaches,  and  built  up  near  the 
channel.  The  site  was  found  during  the  systematic  shovel  testing  that 
characterized  field  survey  in  overgrown  areas.  Prehistoric  artifacts,  specifically 
13  Oakes,  six  small  nondiagnostic  grog  tempered  sherds,  and  one  possible 
baked  clay  ball  fragment,  were  found  in  five  of  ten  shovel  tests  opened  at  the 
site  (Appendices  1-1,  1-3).  Materials  were  observed  in  three  tests  on  the  west 
side  of  the  road  and  in  two  tests  on  the  cast  side  of  the  road.  No  artifacts 
were  recovered  in  a  shovel  test  opened  in  the  road,  or  in  four  other  tests 
ojicned  adjacent  (i.e.,  at  distances  of  10  meters)  to  the  positive  tests. 

The  Site  S-14  area  exhibits  massive  construction-related  disturbance.  Much 
of  the  lower  portion  of  the  point  of  land  the  site  is  located  on  appears  to  have 
been  pushed  in  as  road  fill,  to  create  a  surface  leading  down  to  the  river. 
Bulldozer  spoil  piles  were  observed  off  to  the  sides  of  the  road,  and  the  shovel 
lest  profiles  exhibited  disturbance  to  depths  of  up  to  70  cm.  Most  of  the 
artifacts  recovered  in  the  shovel  tests  came  from  these  disturbed  soil  zones.  A 
shovel  test  opened  in  the  road  indicated  that  the  upper  soil  layers  (to  ca  30  to 
50  cm)  in  that  area  had  been  removed;  these  were  cither  pushed  dowmslopc 
towards  the  river,  or  olf  to  the  side.  A  vehicle  turnaround  was  located  on  the 
last  fairly  level  ground  above  the  former  channel,  and  its  construction 
disturbed  much  of  this  area.  A  temporary  datum  was  established  near  the 
center  of  this  turnaround,  tied  in  to  a  nearby  permanent  Corps  of  Engineers 
Benchmark  (Vertical  Datum  U8-6-86).  From  this  datum,  68  mapping  points 
were  shot  in  with  a  transit,  tape,  and  stadia  rod.  This  information  was  used  to 
prepare  a  20  cm  contour  interval  base  map  of  the  s  [e  area  (I'igure  19). 

Dr.  John  Foss,  the  project  geomorphologist,  visit  1  the  Site  S-14  area  on 
Jajiuary  19.  1987.|  and  confirmed  the  disturbed  na  're  of  the  deposits.  Dr. 
Foss  was  able  to  j^uggest  one  area,  on  the  westen  side  of  the  road,  where 
iMla('t  deposits  fro^n  tlie  former  land  surface  might  >c  present,  and  a  one 
met(’r  test  was  opened  here,  between  two  shovel  tests  that  had  yielded 
oiilfaets.  The  unit  yas  opened  in  10  cm  levels  to  a  depth  of  50  cm,  with  a  30 
X  30  cm  area  in  lhe\ corner  opened  to  a  depth  of  90  cm.  All  fill  was  screened 
throujji  one-quarten  inch  mesh.  Some  disturbance  was  noted  in  the  upper 
levels,  mostly  fill  pushed  in  by  heavy  equipment  (Figure  21).  A  complete 
!('('( lit  Coca  C:o!a  botlfle  was  found  immediately  below  the  surface  in  this  unit, 
giving  some  idea  of  jlhe  extent  of  the  local  disturbance.  Other  quite  recent 
historic  debris  (i.e..  Jiaper  wra|)pers.  plastic  fragments)  was  observed  in  the 
upper  till  of  this  unit,  and  in  some  of  the  shovel  tests,  but  was  not  retained. 
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Twenty  six  flakes  and  a  number  of  clay  and  ferruginous  sandstone  lumps  were 
recovered  in  the  one  meter  test  unit,  almost  all  in  the  upper  30  cm  of 
deposits  (Appendices  1-1,  1-3).  Three  flakes  were  observed  below  this  depth, 
although  given  the  massive  equipment  and  root  disturbance  in  the  area,  these 
are  thought  to  have  been  intrusive.  No  pottery  was  found  in  the  unit,  although 
one  of  the  clay  lumps  from  the  first  level  may  be  part  of  prehistoric  baked  clay 
objects.  Given  the  heavy  equipment  com»paction  of  the  local  soils,  however, 
this  assignment  is  considered  uncertain.  No  cultural  features,  beyond  the 
obvious  introduced  fill  in  the  upper  levels,  were  noted  in  the  unit. 

The  Site  14  area  reflects  the  remnants  of  a  prehistoric  site  largely  destroyed 
by  construction  activity.  This  site  appears  to  have  occupied  the  point  of  land 
where  the  turnaround  is  now  located.  Prior  to  the  construction  of  the  road 
down  to  the  levee,  this  area  would  have  been  the  last  high  ground  on  the 
Beech  Ridge  terrace  overlooking  the  old  channel.  A  moderately  dense 
prehistoric  scatter,  of  probable  Woodland  age  (given  the  grog  tempered 
sherds),  appears  to  have  originally  been  present  in  this  area.  A  minor  Late 
Archaic/Early  Woodland  component  may  also  be  indicated  by  the  presence  of 
possible  baked  clay  object  fragments,  although  these  may  be  associated  with 
the  Woodland  component.  Although  the  setting  is  generally  similar  to  the 
Site  1C  area.  Site  14  appears  to  have  seen  somewhat  more  extensive  use 
during  prehistory. 


ISOLATED  FIND  1 


Isolated  Find  1  was  a  possible  chert  shatter  fragment  found  in  a  plowed  fleld 
at  the  southern  end  of  the  survey  corridor,  on  the  southwest  side  of  the  South 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey,  January  7,  1987,  the 
area  was  in  harvested  corn  and  exhibited  close  to  100  percent  surface 
visibility.  The  "artifact"  is  small,  weighing  0.2  grams,  and  is  of  doubtful 
antiquity.  Similar  appearing  small  pieces  of  chert  were  observed  among 
limestone  gravels  used  to  fertilize  fields  outside  the  project  right-of-way,  and 
it  Is  possible  that  this  fragment  was  introduced  to  the  field  in  this  fashion.  No 
other  prehistoric  materials  were  observed  in  the  vicinity,  although  Isolated 
Find  2,  a  diffuse  scatter  of  recent  historic  artifacts,  occurs  from  100  to  200 
meters  to  the  southeast. 


ISOLATED  FIND  2 


Isolated  Find  2  encompassed  a  number  of  recent  historic  artifacts  scattered 
over  an  appreciable  area  In  a  plowed  field  located  at  the  southern  end  of  the 
survey  corridor,  on  the  southwest  side  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River 
(Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey,  January  7,  1987,  the  area  was  in  harvested 
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corn  and  exhibited  close  to  100  percent  surface  visibility.  Twelve  historic 
artifacts  were  collected  over  an  area  approximately  100  meters  in  diameter, 
none  grouped  in  close  enough  proximity  to  warrant  consideration  as  a  site. 
These  artifacts  dated  primarily  to  the  second  quarter  of  the  twentieth  century, 
and  included  a  number  of  table  service  fragments,  one  tile  fragment,  and  one 
piece  of  window  glass,  suggesting  a  domestic  structure  (Appendix  1-4;  Figure 
23x,y.aa,bb).  The  scatter  was  extremely  diffuse,  however,  and  no  other 
evidence  for  architectural  remains,  such  as  brick  fragments,  were  observed. 
Intensive  examination  of  the  area,  including  excavation  of  a  shovel  test,  failed 
to  detect  evidence  for  a  structure,  although  it  is  possible  one  was  present  in 
the  area  and  was  dismantled.  No  buildings  are  indicated  on  existing  aerial 
photographs  or  twentieth  century  U.S.G.S,  maps  of  the  area.  Isolated  Find  1,  a 
chert  shatter  fragment,  was  located  100  meters  northwest  of  this  scatter. 


SUMMARY 


Three  sites  and  two  isolated  finds  were  found  in  the  project  direct  impact 
area,  which  extended,  for  the  most  part,  through  old  backswamp  areas 
adjacent  to  the  channelized  course  of  segments  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks 
of  the  Obion  River,  No  sites,  and  only  two  isolated  finds,  were  located  in  the 
level,  lower  lying  areas  characterizing  much  of  the  survey  corridor.  The  three 
sites  that  were  located  near  the  channel  were  on  an  older,  elevated  land 
surface.  Beech  Ridge,  that  had  been  bisected  by  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion 
River.  Although  much  of  the  study  area  is  under  cultivation  at  the  present, 
this  farming  has  been  made  possible  by  twentieth  century  channelization  and 
drainage  projects.  Prior  to  the  present  century,  the  study  area  appears  to  have 
seen  little  extended  use.  Prior  to  drainage  and  land  clearing,  the  primary  use 
of  the  project  study  area  was  probably  historic  and  prehistoric  hunting, 
fishing,  and  gathering  activity. 


Page  -  63 


m  SITES  OUTSIDE  THE  PROJECT  IMPACT  AREA 


INTRODUCTION 


A  total  of  16  sites  and  four  isolated  finds  were  found  just  outside  the  project 
right-of-way,  at  distances  up  to  approximately  two  kilometers  from  the  river 
channel.  These  included  nine  previously  recorded  sites,  which  were 
re-examined  to  see  if  they  extended  into  the  project  impact  zone.  The 
reexamination  of  known  sites  in  the  general  vicinity  of  the  study  area,  and  the 
recording  of  new  sites,  was  conducted  with  the  permission  and  support  of  Mr, 
Douglas  Prescott,  the  Contracting  Officer's  Representative.  Each  of  these  sites 
and  assemblages  is  briefly  described  below;  detailed  artifactual  information  is 
provided  in  Appendix  I.  The  current  summaries  Include  a  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  information  from  previous  investigations,  where  this  was 
available.  Completed  forms  for  all  of  these  sites  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Tennessee  Department  of  Conservation’s  Division  of  Archaeology,  Nashville. 


SITEl  and  lA  (40GB42?) 

Site  1  was  a  prehistoric  site  discovered  on  January  7,  1987,  during  an  attempt 
to  relocate  three  previously  recorded  sites,  40GB42,  40GB53,  and  40GB61, 
that  were  plotted  close  to  the  right-of-way  in  the  state  site  records.  The  sites 
are  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  just  below 
the  confluence  with  the  Middle  Fork  (Figure  2).  Although  plotted  on  the  7.5’ 
Quadrangle  for  the  area,  the  precise  location  of  these  three  sites  was 
uncertain,  since  the  field  and  wood  lots  shown  on  the  1954  map  do  not 
correspond  to  present  conditions.  Because  these  sites,  particularly  40GB42, 
had  apparently  produced  major  assemblages  (see  below),  their  relocation  was 
thought  critical  to  the  present  study.  Intensive,  systematic  shovel  testing  in 
the  woods  in  this  general  area,  plus  the  careful  Inspection  of  plowed  fields, 
resulted  in  the  discovery  of  three  sites,  designated  Sites  1,  2,  and  3.  While 
these  may  be  the  three  previously  recorded  sites,  their  locations  are 
somewhat  different.  As  such,  they  retain  a  separate  designation.  Attribution  of 
these  sites  to  one  of  the  three  previously  recorded  sites  is  based  on  their 
relative  position  with  respect  to  each  other,  which  generally  conforms  to  that 
on  the  map  in  the  state  site  files. 

At  the  time  of  survey.  Site  1  was  In  a  small,  cultivated  field  located 
approximately  400  meters  south  of  the  present,  channelized  course  of  the 
Obion.  From  Inspection  of  the  U.S.G.S.  quad,  and  the  ground  surface  in  the 
area,  it  is  apparent  that  the  original  channel  was  much  closer,  approximately 
100  meters  to  the  north.  The  site  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  80 
percent  surface  visibility.  Artifacts  were  observed  over  an  area  approximately 
100  by  40  meters  in  extent.  A  complete,  general  surface  collection  of  all 
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visible  artifacts  was  made  (total  collecting  time,  approximately  two  person 
hours).  Most  of  the  materials  came  from  the  central  part  of  the  field,  from  an 
area  roughly  60  by  30  meters  in  extent.  A  smaller  (20  meter  diameter) 
cluster  of  predominantly  cobble  fragments  was  observed  at  the  north  end  of 
the  scatter  that  was  collected  separately  as  Site  lA,  a  separate  provenience 
within  the  Site  1  scatter.  No  subsurface  testing  was  undertaken. 

In  all,  55  prehistoric  artifacts  were  collected,  48  from  the  main  scatter  and 
seven  from  the  northern  cluster  (Appendices  1-1,  1-2,  1-3),  The  artifacts 
recovered  included  two  sherds,  two  projectile  points  from  the  main  scatter 
(Figure  22a,b),  a  number  of  utilized  core/tools  (e.  g..  Figure  24d),  a  moderate 
quantity  of  utilized  and  unmodified  debitage,  and  a  battered  pestle  fragment 
(Figure  24f).  The  sherds  were  grog  tempered,  and  one  exhibited  fabric 
impressions.  Although  probably  Withers  Fabric  Marked,  Robert  Mainfort 
(personal  communication)  noted  that  the  dowel  impressions  are  thinner  than 
is  typical  on  this  ware.  The  hafted  bifaces  are  not  particularly  diagnostic, 
although  they  may  represent  Mclntire  and/or  Mabin  types.  Light, 
predominantly  Late  Archaic  to  Woodland  site  use  is  suggested  by  the  surface 
materials  recovered. 

Site  1  may  be  40GB42.  which  was  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis 
State  University  in  1973.  Unfortunately,  the  state  site  file  form  in  Nashville 
contains  only  locational  coordinates,  and  that  the  site  is  a  "camp"  and  "village", 
with  Late  Archaic  and  Late  Woodland  components  present.  Smith 
(1979a:20-21)  has  provided  a  more  detailed  description  of  ^is  site: 

Gb42  is  a  deep  stratified  site  with  midden  approximating  1.2 
meters  (4  feet)  in  depth  near  the  center  and  occupations  ranging 
in  time  from  Early  Archaic  through  Mississipplan.  Bone 
preservation  is  excellent  below  the  Late  Archaic  Benton  stratum 
and  affords  the  only  known  opportunity  in  West  Tennessee 
outside  the  Tennessee  River  valley  for  study  of  human  physical 
remains  and  paleozoology  during  the  6000  B.C.  -  3000  B.C.  time 
span.  Two  1 -meter  x  2-meter  test  pits  were  dug  at  the  site 
during  the  summer  of  1973;  five  burials  and  numerous  cultural 
remains  were  recovered  in  the  excavations.  The  Mississipplan 
occupation  is  confined  to  the  upper  few  inches  and  would  have 
been  destroyed  had  the  site  ever  been  cultivated:  major 
occupations  are,  in  order  from  most  recent  to  earliest,  Baytown, 
Tchula;  Poverty  Point:  Benton;  and  Early  Archaic,  including  Big 
Sandy  and  Palmer,  The  test  work  carried  out  here  serves  notice 
that,  given  the  heavy  flood  plain  slltation  of  recent  decades,  many 
of  the  seemingly  small  midden  rises  far  out  in  river  flood  plains 
are  likely  to  be  only  the  protuding  tips  of  deep  sites  with  earlier 
deposits  sheltered  under  a  mantle  of  silt  and  should  be 
approached  with  great  caution  until  the  true  state  of  affairs  can 
be  established  (Smith  1979a:20-21). 
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Figure  22 

Hafteci  Bifaces. 
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Twenty  three  baked  clay  object  fragments  were  reportedly  found  at  the  site, 
including  the  following  forms;  five  spherical,  six  biconical,  one  ellipsoidal  with 
cane  punctations,  one  biscuit  shaped  with  with  no  decoration,  five  biscuit 
shaped  with  cane  punctations,  one  biscuit  shaped  -with  fingertip  impressions, 
and  one  plain  cube  shaped.  In  addition.  41  sherds  are  described,  including 
23  Tchefuncte  types  (3  cordmarked.  8  fabric  impressed,  10  plain,  and  2 
Tammany  Punctated),  10  "Thomas"  t3T)es  (3  cordmarked,  6  fabric  impressed, 
and  1  plain),  and  8  "Baldwin"  types  (4  cordmarked,  1  fabric  impressed,  and  3 
plain)  (Smith  1979a:87.93). 

Needless  to  say.  Smith's  description  Indicates  a  much  richer  assemblage  than 
that  found  in  the  present  Investigations,  although  it  should  be  noted  that  his 
work  included  deep  testing.  For  this  reason,  and  because  of  the  general 
nature  of  the  reported  site  location,  it  is  possible  he  was  working  at  another 
location.  The  Site  1  scatter,  it  should  be  noted,  is  plotted  on  project  aerials 
(see  Appendix  IV).  which  will  permit  its  relocation  should  future  investigators 
try  to  resolve  this  discrepancy. 


SITE  2  (40GB61?) 


Site  2  was  one  of  three  sites  discovered  on  January  7,  1987,  during  an 
attempt  to  relocate  previously  recorded  sites  along  the  west  side  of  the  South 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  Just  below  its  confluence  with  the  Middle  Fork  (see 
Site  1  discussion).  Its  location  approximately  corresponds  to  that  of 
site40GB53,  which  was  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis  State 
University,  apparently  in  1973  or  1974.  Unfortunately,  the  state  site  file  form 
in  Nashville  contains  only  locational  coordinates,  with  no  data  on  the  kind  of 
materials  observed  or  collected. 

At  the  time  of  the  1987  survey,  the  Site  2  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering 
approximately  80  percent  surface  visibility.  The  site  is  located  about  350 
meters  west  of  Site  1 ,  and  about  the  same  distance  south  of  the  channelized 
course  of  the  Obion.  Prior  to  channelization,  its  location  was  much  closer  to 
the  river;  the  old  bed  lies  approximately  100  meters  to  the  north.  A  general 
collection  was  made  of  all  observed  artifacts  (total  collecting  time, 
approximately  30  person/minutes).  Most  of  the  materials  came  from  near  the 
edge  of  the  field,  from  an  area  approximately  20  meters  in  diameter.  A  single 
isolated  projectile  point  base,  possibly  a  Motley  or  Whitlock  (Figure  22c),  was 
found  about  40  meters  west  of  this  scatter,  near  a  large  tree  at  the  edge  of  the 
field.  Only  eleven  artifacts  were  found,  of  which  ten  were  prehistoric 
(Appendices  I-l,  1-2,  1-4);  the  single  historic  artifact  was  an  unidentifiable 
piece  of  iron.  Other  artifacts  collected  includv.d  a  large  metavolcanic  grinding 
basin  (Figure  24n).  several  flakes  and  flake  tools,  and  three  pieces  of 
ferruginous  sandstone,  one  with  a  possible  abrader  facet.  The  site  is 
tentatively  Interpreted  as  Late  /jrchaic  or  Woodland  in  age,  based  on  the  point. 
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and  the  absence  of  ceramics.  Its  exact  location  is  plotted  on  the  project  aerial 
photographs,  which  should  facilitate  relocation.  Because  the  precise  location 
of  Smith's  site  40GB53  could  not  be  determined,  Site  2  collections  were 
recorded  separately. 


SITE  3  (40GB53?) 

Site  3  was  one  of  three  sites  discovered  on  January  7,  1987,  during  an 
attempt  to  relocate  previously  recorded  sites  along  the  west  side  of  the  South 
Fork  of  the  Obion  I^ver,  just  below  its  confluence  with  the  Middle  Fork  (see 
Site  1  discussion).  Its  location  approximately  corresponds  to  that  of  site 
40GB53,  which  was  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis  State  University 
some  time  prior  to  1975.  Unfortunately,  the  state  site  form  in  Nashville 
contains  only  locational  coordinates,  and  that  the  site  is  a  "camp"  with  Archaic 
components  present.  No  other  information  is  presently  available  about  this 
site. 

At  the  time  of  the  1987  survey,  the  Site  3  area  was  in  jharvested  corn,  offering 
approximately  80  percent  surface  visibility.  The  site  is  located  about  100 
meters  west  of  Site  1,  and  about  two  hundred  meters  east  of  Site  2  in  the 
same  field.  A  general  collection  was  made  of  all  observed  artifacts  (total 
collecting  time,  approximately  30  person/minutes).  Only  eight  prehistoric 
artifacts  were  found,  all  near  the  edge  of  the  field,  in  an  area  approximately  20 
meters  in  diameter.  No  diagnostic  materials  were  found,  although  given  the 
absence  of  ceramics,  it  is  possible  that  a  preceramic  component  is 
represented.  Its  location  is  plotted  on  the  project  aerial  photographs. 
Because  the  precise  location  of  Smith’s  site  40GB53  could  not  be  determined, 
the  Site  3  collections  were  recorded  separately.  i 


SITE  5  AND  5A 


Site  5  was  a  prehistoric  and  historic  artifact  scatter  found  on  January  9,  1987, 
in  a  plowed  field  approximately  200  meters  south  of  the  Middle  Fork  of  the 
Obion  River.  The  site  area  is  on  the  elevated  Beech  Ridge  land  surface, 
approximately  two  kilometers  east  of  the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South 
Forks  (Figure  2).  Site  4,  which  was  intensively  examined  during  this  project, 
is  located  approximately  250  meters  to  the  northeast.  At  the  time  of  survey 
the  Site  5  area  was  in  fallow,  harvested  soybeans,  offering  between  50  and  75 
percent  surface  visibility.  Artifacts  were  observed  on  low  rises  near  the  edge 
of  the  field,  in  an  area  approximately  100  (N/S)  by  50  (E/W)  meters.  Two 
concentrations  were  observed,  corresponding  to  the  northern  and  southern 
half  of  the  scatter;  these  subareas  were  designated  5  and  5A,  respectively. 
Although  the  entire  site  was  on  the  elevated  land  surface,  the  southern 
concentration  was  on  a  slightly  higher  rise.  Beyond  the  edge  of  the  field  the 
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ground  surface  dropped  appreciably;  the  old  natural  channel  of  the  Middle 
Fork  lay  to  the  north,  midway  between  the  field  edge  and  the  modern  channel. 

A  general  surface  collection  was  made  over  the  site  area,  with  material  from 
the  two  concentrations  provenienced  separately  (total  collection  time, 
approximately  1.5  person  hours).  In  general,  the  southern  concentration 
tended  to  be  dominated  by  prehistoric  artifacts,  while  the  northern 
concentration  included  both  prehistoric  artifacts  and  early  twentieth  century 
historic  artifacts  (Appendices  I-l,  1-3,  1-4).  Only  a  small  number  of  artifacts 
(N=26:  8  historic,  18  prehistoric)  were  found,  indicating  a  fairly  low  density. 
The  only  diagnostic  prehistoric  artifact  was  a  single,  unidentifiable  grog 
tempered  sherd,  suggesting  a  Woodland  component.  The  remainder  of  the 
prehistoric  assemblage  included  several  flake  and  cobble  tools,  including  one 
"nutting"  stone  (e.  g..  Figure  24h),  The  historic  artifacts  collected  may  point 
to  a  dismembered  structure,  although  none  are  shown  on  the  1954  U.S.G.S. 
Quadrangle  covering  this  area,  or  on  the  project  aerials. 


SITE  6 


Site  6  was  a  scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  located  on  the  crest  of  a  small, 
pronounced  knoll  about  350  meters  south  of  the  channelized  course  of  the 
Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  The  site  is  at  the  edge  of  the 
elevated  upland  land  surface  that  begins  about  two  kilometers  east  of  the 
confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks.  The  site,  which  was  found  on 
January  9,  1987,  is  approximately  250  meters  southeast  of  Site  5,  in  the  same 
field.  At  the  time  of  survey  the  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  between 
75  and  100  percent  surface  visibility,  A  light  scatter  of  nine  prehistoric 
artifacts  (Appendices  I-l,  1-2,  1-3)  was  found  in  an  area  approximately  15 
meters  in  diameter,  at  the  crest  of  the  knoll  defining  the  site.  Three  grog 
tempered  sherds  were  present,  including  one  with  parallel  cord  impressions 
that  may  be  Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked.  A  hafted  biface  fragment  was  also 
found  that  is  either  the  stem  of  a  larger  point,  or  the  base  of  a  crude  triangular 
point  (Figure  22e).  Use  of  the  area  during  the  Woodland  is  indicated,  although 
the  possibility  of  other  components  cannot  be  ruled  out. 


SITE  7 


Site  7,  which  was  found  on  January  9,  1987,  was  a  dense  concentration  of 
historic  artifacts  from  a  former  house  site,  together  with  a  much  lighter 
scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts,  located  approximately  500  meters  southeast  of 
the  channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  The  site,  which 
extends  over  an  area  approximately  75  meters  in  diameter,  is  on  a  low  rise  at 
the  edge  of  the  elevated  'pland  land  surface  that  begins  about  two  kilometers 
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east  of  the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion.  At  the  time 
of  survey  most  of  the  site  was  in  harvested  soybeans,  with  surface  visibility 
approximately  90  percent.  An  old,  lightning  blasted  tree,  rising  about  10 
meters  high,  and  surrounded  by  dense  weeds,  defines  the  former  house  site, 
which  was  located  at  the  western  edge  of  the  field;  fragments  from  a  chimney 
were  found  in  this  area.  Because  of  their  high  incidence,  only  a  small  (N=34), 
intuitive  sample  of  unusual  historic  artifacts  was  picked  up:  all  observed 
prehistoric  remains  (N=14),  which  were  much  less  common,  were  collected 
(Appendix  I). 

The  historic  artifacts  included  a  range  of  glass,  ceramic,  iron,  and  other 
domestic  debris  (Appendix  1-4;  Figure  23v,z).  All  of  the  materials  date  to  the 
last  third  of  the  nineteenth  century  and  the  early  part  of  the  twentieth 
century.  This  is  in  agreement  with  a  comment  by  a  local  landowner,  who  had 
noted  (when  asked  for  permission  to  survey  on  their  land)  that  her 
grandparents  had  lived  in  a  house  in  this  general  area  around  the  turn  of  the 
century.  The  prehistoric  assemblage  included  several  unusual  artifacts, 
including  a  cane  punctated  baked  clay  ball  fragment  (Figure  23p),  and  three 
grog  tempered  sherds,  one  plain,  one  unidentifiable,  and  the  third  stamped  or 
punctated  (Figure  24q),  A  Woodland  component  is  suggested  by  the  pottery: 
the  baked  clay  object  may  date  to  this  period,  or  to  an  earlier  Late  Archaic 
(Poverty  Point)  component. 


SITE  8 


Site  8  was  a  light  scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  located  on  a  low  rise  on  the 
western  side  of  Beech  Ridge,  approximately  600  meters  north  of  the 
channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  The  confluence  of  the 
Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  is  located  approximately  1.3  kilometers 
to  the  southwest.  At  the  time  of  survey,  January  12,  1987,  the  site  was  in 
harvested  corn,  offering  approximately  75  percent  surface  visibility.  Artifacts 
were  found  in  an  area  roughly  30  meters  in  diameter,  approximately  30 
meters  northeast  of  the  field  edge.  Beyond  the  e  ige  of  the  field,  to  the 
southwest,  the  ground  dropped  quickly  down  to  t  i  ■  iloodplain  of  the  Obion 
River.  All  observed  artifacts  (N=6:  Appendix  I)  wt:  collected,  with  the  total 
collection  time  approximately  one  person  hour.  Among  the  materials 
recovered  was  a  corner  notched  hafted  biface  fragment,  possibly  part  of  a  Kirk 
Corner  Notched  (Figure  22j),  and  two  intentionally  retouched  hafted  chert 
endscrapers  (Figure  23a, b),  as  well  as  a  single  unidentifiable  grog  tempered 
sherd,  a  pestle  fragment  (Figure  24e),  and  one  chert  interior  thinning  flake. 
At  least  two  periods  of  site  use,  dating  to  the  Early  Archaic  and  the  Woodland, 
are  indicated  by  the  assemblage. 
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Figure  23 

Unifaccs,  Prehistoric  Ceramics, 
and  Historic  Artifacts. 
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SITE  9 


Sitr  0  (lls('ovriT(i  on  Jonu.ny  12.  H)H7.  on  tlic  western  side  of  I5e(’eh 
npproxliualely  100  iiirtcis  dne  east  of  Site  8.  The  site  area  is 
ajMitoxnnatelv  (>00  meters  noilh  of  the  eliannell/.ed  Middle  Fork  of  tlie  C)I)lon 
Ki\('r.  and  the  eonflnenee  of  the  Middle  and  South  I'orks  of  the  Ohlon  Is  1.3 
kilometers  to  the  southwest.  At  the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  was  in 
harvested  ('orn,  with  surfaee  vlsll)illly  between  25  and  50  pereent.  The  site 
was  ro>ii;hly  30  nr  ters  (N/b)  by  20  meters  (IC/W)  In  extent,  and  was  on  a  low 
rise  in  the  h('ld.  .approximately  30  meters  north  of  the  woods  e(h',e. 
I'wentv  six  piehlstorh'  .artlla<'ts  were  observed  .and  eolleeted  (approximate 
eolleetion  time,  one  person  hourKAppendix  I).  Several  cobble  tools,  mostly 
hammerslone  Iraramaits,  one  ('f)re/ehopj)er  (Figure  24b).  five  intentionally  or 
wi.ir  lelouelu'd  chert  Hakes,  .and  elj^hl  piet'cs  of  debllaj^e  were  amon,4  the 
aitifac  ts  reco\('ted  Irom  the  site  (Aiipendix  I  I).  No  diafnicsflc  artifacts  were 
iound,  alt!iou);h  ^iven  the  abseiuc  of  ceramic's,  an  Archaic  componc'nt  or 
('ompniu'iits  m.ty  be  supj'.csted.  As  with  a  number  of  other  slte.s  found  on  this 
l.uullnim,  cobble  tools  wc'ie  f.Oily  common.  Some  use  of  these  higher  .arc’as 
lor  plant  proeessiii),’  activities  jnav  be  indicated  by  this  distribution,  althoujdi 
(his  infereiK'e  needs  to  l)e  tested  further. 


SITE  11 


tote  11.  whic  h  ''’.’s  disc  ovcK'd  on  .I.inuary  12.  1087,  wa.s  a  dense  scatter  of 
histoiic'  aililaets.  with  .a  lew  icia  hlsforie  artiiac'ls  .also  present,  located  on  the 
noi  t li<’ast('rn  side  of  lleec  h  Hid/'.e.  approximately  H0()  meters  north  of  the 
<  hanneli/ed  couise  of  (he  Middle  i-‘ork  of  the  Obion  Idver  (I'ith'*'^’  2)-  ‘dte 

aie.a  Is  on  a  lise  appi oxlmatc  ly  200  metc'is  e.tst  of  .a  lilfd*  voltac’e  poweiiine 
'uttiip;  ac  ross  the'  iield.  Aitilac'ts  were  observed  over  an  are.a  approximately 
7'.)  mctc'rs  (N/;>)  by  [lO  meter.s  (IC/VV)  a!on;c  (be  ech^e  of  the  flc'Id.  At  the'  time 
ol  suivey  (he  site  area  was  In  hai vested  <'orn.  ollerlmi  between  90  and  100 
pc'it  c’nf  soil. ice  visibility,  llccause  of  (he  deiml'y  of  the  remains,  an  Intuitive 
samph'  of  unusual  lilstoilc  artifacts  was  eollcc  tc'd,  although  .all  prehistoric' 
ic'malns  were  pickc'd  u|)  (total  collection  tlmc',  ajiproxlm.ately  oiuf 
p(  I  son/hour).  The  lilstoi  lc  aitlf.ic'fs  that  were  collec'leci  dated  to  the  first  hall| 
of  the  twc’utic'th  (C'ntuiy.  and  aiipc'ar  to  come  from  .a  house  site  (Appendix  I  l.i 
I  4).  M.iny  of  the  artil.ic  ts  obscTvecl  in  (he  flc'ld  were  burned;  some  ol  thc''^ 
i'lass  .and  ceramic  s  were  distorted  .and  blackened.  Brick  fraf.cmcnts  wc  rc' \ 
obseiv'c'd  over  the  arc'.a,  and  it  appc'.ar.s  a  f.iirly  sulistantial  structure  was  present  \ 
and  but  iiecl.  No  struc'tui  evs  aic*  Indlc  afed  in  (his  p,ener.al  area  on  the  19, Tl  1 
Kuthc'itord  7. .5'  S.  (hiadi an/',Ic.  however,  .so  the'  building,*  or  buildiiHts  (hat  1 

wc'ie  here  were  .ipjiarently  ('one'  by  that  time.  4he  pic'hlstorlc  artifacts  found,  ! 
c'onslstlipc  of  a  .slnp.le  unidentifiable'  ^(rojf  fempe'ied  sherd,  four  flakes,  and  a 
c  hunk  of  lerrut’inous  sandstone,  suj.U(est  minor  Woodland  period  use  of  the 


area. 


SITE12  (40GB48?) 


Site  12  was  discovered  on  January  16,  1987,  during  an  attempt  to  relocate 
site  4001348,  which  had  been  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis  State 
University  some  time  prior  to  1975.  The  site  area  Is  located  on  the  west  side 
of  the' South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  approximately  seven  kilometers  below 
the  eonfluenee  with  the  Middle  Fork  (Figure  2).  Although  plotted  on  the  7.5’ 
Quadrangle  for  the  area,  the  precise  location  of  the  site  was  uncertain.  The 
state  site  form  In  Nashville  contained  only  locational  coordinates,  with  no  data 
on  the  kind  of  materials  observed  or  collected.  For  this  reason  It  was  deemed 
Important  to  attempt  to  relocate  the  site,  to  see  If  It  extended  Into  the 
rlgiit-of-way.  The  area  where  site  40GB48  was  plotted  on  the  state  quadrangle 
maps  was  Intensively  examined,  as  was  the  surrounding  terrain  all  the  way  to 
the  South  Fork  of  thciOblon  River,  a  half  a  kilometer  to  the  north  (total  survey 
time,  approximately  eight  person  hours).  No  evidence  for  a  site  was  found, 
beyond  a  chunk  of  chert  In  a  piece  of  field  limestone  gravel. 

■  I 

Approximately  250  meters  southwest  of  the  area  where  40GB48  was  plotted,  a 
large,  dense  prehistoric  site  was  found:  it  Is  possible  that  this  scatter  is  the 
previously  recorded  40GB48  area.  This  scatter  was  designated  Site  12,  and  all 
observed  artifacts  wcjre  collected  (total  collection  time,  approximately  two 
person  hours).  At  the  time  of  survey  the  Site  12  area  was  In  low  winter  wheat, 
with  surface  visibility  at  approxlir,  '.tcly  25  percent.  The  site  extends  for 
approximately  200  meters  (NW/SE)  b  50  meters  (NE/SW)  along  the  edge  of  a 
pronounced  terrace  demarcating  and  vcrlooklng  the  floodplain  of  the  South 
I'ork  of  the  Obion  RJver.  The  modem,  channelized  course  of  the  river  Is 
approximately  GOO  njicters  to  the  northeast:  the  old  natural  channel  Is 
approximately  1.5  kllOjineters  to  the  northeast. 

I 

! 

Although  surface  visibility  was  comparatively  poor,  a  large  number  of  artifacts 
were  collected  (N=138:  Appendix  I),  Six  historic  artifacts  were  found, 
probably  dating  from  the  first  half  of  the  twentieth  century,  although  no 
evidence  for  structures  was  observed  (Appi  idlx  1-4).  I’rchistorlc  artifacts, 
the  vast  m.ajorlty  of  the  assemblage.  Included  a  possible  Eva  point  (Figure  22g: 
Appendix  1-2):  nine  cobble  tools,  including  tv/o  nutting  stones  (c.g..  Figure 
24g).  two  abraders,  and  five  hammerstone  agments:  18  grog  tempered 
sherds.  Including  cord  marked,  plain,  fabJc  impressed,  and  possibly 
punctated  finishes:  24  baked  clay  object  fragments.  Including  six  with  hollow 
cane  punctatlons:  seven  blfaee  frapiients:  ten  wear  or  Intentionally  retouched 
flake  tools:  25  pieces  of  unmodified  debltage:  and  Just  over  a  kilogram  of 
ferruginous  sandstone  and  rock  fragments  (Appendix  1-1).  A  Middle  Archaic 
component  Is  suggested  by  the  possible  Eva  point,  while  the  grog  tempered 
cord  and  fabric  Impressed  sherds  Indicate  probable  Early/Middlc  Woodland 
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period  site  use.  The  baked  elay  objeet  fragments  also  probably  date  to  this 
period,  although  they  may  also  indieate  a  preeeramie,  Late  Arehaic /Poverty 
Point  period  oeeupation. 


SITE  13 


Site  13  was  diseovered  on  January  16.  1987,  during  the  attempt  to  reloeate 
site  40GB40.  Site  13  is  located  on  the  west  side  of  the  South  Fork  of  the 
Obion  River,  approximately  seven  kilometers  below  the  confluence  with  the 
Middle  Fork  (Figure  2).  The  modern,  channelized  course  of  the  river  is 
approximately  800  meters  to  the  northeast.  The  site  was  a  light  scatter  of 
historic  and  prehistoric  artifacts  approximately  30  meters  in  diameter  located 
along  the  edge  of  a  pronounced  terrace  demarcating  and  overlooking  the 
floodplain  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River.  Site  12  is  on  this  same 
landform  approximately  300  meters  to  the  southeast,  and  a  modern,  occupied 
house  is  located  Just  to  the  west.  At  the  time  of  survey  the  Site  13  area  was  in 
harvested  corn,  with  surface  visibility  approximately  75  percent.  All 
prehistoric  artifacts,  and  an  intuitive  sample  of  historic  debris  was  collected 
(total  collection  time,  approximately  0.5  person  hours).  The  historic  artifacts 
recovered  dated  to  the  first  half  of  the  twentieth  centuiy,  and  may  come  from 
the  nearby  household  (Appendix  1-4).  The  three  prehistoric  artifacts 
collected  included  one  wear  retouched  chert  flake,  and  two  small  grog 
tempered  sherds,  one  plain  and  the  other  check  stamped  or  punctated 
(Appendix  I-l,  1-3),  suggesting  Woodland  period  site  use. 


SITE  40GB41 


Site  40GI341  was  originally  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis  State 
University,  apparently  in  early  1973.  The  state  site  file  form  in  Nashville 
contains  only  locational  coordinates,  and  that  the  site  is  a  "camp"  and  "village", 
with  Late  Archaic,  and  Late  Woodland  components  present.  Smith  (1979a:20) 
contains  a  more  detailed  description  of  this  site: 

Gb  41  occupies  a  low  rise  in  the  Obion  flood  plain  near  the 
former  natural  channel.  The  site  has  heavy  midden  stain  with  a 
minimum  depth  of  1.5  feet,  according  to  a  local  Informant.  The 
owner  halted  all  Investigation  after  test  work  began  on  Gb42  and 
commenced  deep  plowing  of  the  site  to  recover  the  valuable 
artifacts  he  was  sure  must  be  burled  there  and  that  he  should  not 
let  others  carry  off.  Mussel  shell  and  bone  were  visible  on  the 
surface,  suggesting  stratigraphy  similar  to  Gb42.  The  owner  is 
not  known  to  have  access  to  a  chisel  plow  or  other  implement 
capable  of  penetrating  more  than  about  two  feet,  so  any  early 
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deposits  should  still  be  intact  and  Important.  Since  the  silt 
mantle  on  Gb  42  approximates  three  feet  in  depth,  such  deposits 
should  be  considered  probable  below  the  central  part  of  the  site 
until  proven  otherwise.  The  surface  collection  obtained  in  early 
1973  indicates  primarily  hunting  activity  in  the  upper  stratum; 
materials  collected  Include:  2  projectile  point  fragments  (1 
Pickwick.  1  unldentlflable):  1  scraper,  made  on  the  basal  portion 
of  a  Benton  point;  8  potsherds  (6  Tchula,  2  Lauderdale);  7 
Poverty  Point  objects;  1  hammerstone;  5  cores;  18 
flakes/chlpplng  shatter;  13  grindstones;  and  10  sandstone 
fragments  (Smith  1979a:20-21). 

Four  identifiable  baked  clay  object  fragments  were  reportedly  found  at  the 
site.  Including  the  following  forms:  one  plain  blconlcal,  one  plain  ellipsoidal, 
one  ellipsoidal  with  cane  punctations,  and  one  biscuit  shaped  with  fingertip 
impressions.  In  addition,  eight  sherds  are  described,  including  six 
Tchefuncte  types  (2  cordmarked,  4  plain)  and  two  "Thomas"  types  (both 
plain)  (Smith  1979a;87.93). 

Site  40GB41  was  revisited  on  January  7,  1987  by  the  present  Investigators.  At 
the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  with  surface  visibility 
from  50  to  75  percent.  Artifacts  were  observed  over  an  area  approximately  50 
meters  in  diameter;  a  general  surface  collection  of  all  visible  artifacts  was 
made  (total  collection  time,  approximately  four  person  hours).  The  site  is 
located  on  a  slight  rise  200  meters  south  of  the  channelized  course  of  the 
South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River.  At  the  time  of  survey  most  of  the  area  around 
the  site  was  flooded;  a  goose  blind  was  located  75  meters  to  the  southeast. 
The  site  area  was  characterized  by  a  rich,  dark  blackish  brown  (10YR3/3)  silt, 
presumably  organic  midden  staining,  that  was  the  darkest  soil  observed  in 
plowed  portions  of  the  right-of-way.  A  single  shovel  test  opened  and  screened 
in  the  center  of  the  scatter  Indicated  that  the  deposits  were  at  least  50  cm 
deep,  and  that  materials  were  present  below  the  base  of  the  modern 
plowzone.  Shell,  bone,  and  charcoal  fragments  were  observed  on  the  surface 
and  in  the  shovel  test  fill,  docunienting  the  presence  of  well  preserved 
paleosubslstcnce  Information  at  the  site. 

The  prehistoric  surface  assemblage  recovered  from  40GB41  in  1987  Included 
an  appreciable  range  of  hafted  bifaces,  biface  fragments,  pottery,  cobble  tools, 
wear  and  Intentionally  retouched  unlfaclal  flakes,  unmodified  debitage,  fired 
clay,  ferruginous  sandstone,  and  cracked  rock,  as  well  as  pieces  of  bone,  shell, 
and  charcoal  (Appendices  I-l,  1-2,  1-3).  Hafted  bifaces  Included  both  Late 
Archaic  and  Woodland  forms.  Including  two  points  that  had  been  reworked, 
one  into  a  drill  and  the  other  into  an  endscraper  (Figure  22d.I,l,s;  Appendix 
1-2).  The  ceramics  Included  19  grog  tempered  sherds.  Including  cord 
marked,  fabric  impressed,  plain,  and  unidentifiable  surface  finishes  (Figure 
23r.t.u;  Appendix  1-3).  Four  of  the  fabric  Impressed  sherds,  characterized  by 
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narrow  dowel  impressions  and  moderate  quantities  of  fine  sand  in  the  paste, 
may  be  Withers  Fabric  Impressed,  var.  Twin  Lakes  (Phillips  1970:175:  Robert 
Mainfort:  personal  communication  1987),  The  cord  marked  material 
resembles  Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked;  due  to  a  slight  incidence  of  fine  sand 
in  the  paste  it  may  belong  to  vars.  Thomas  or  Tishomingo  (Robert  Mainfort; 
personal  communication  1987).  Other  ceramic  artifacts  recovered  Included  a 
lump  of  what  appears  to  be  fired  clay  daub  (Figure  24k),  suggesting  the 
presence  of  structures  on  the  site,  and  ten  probable  baked  clay  ball  fragments, 
one  with  hollow  cane  punctations.  Two  recent  historic  glass  fragments  were 
also  found  (Appendix  1-4),  although  no  evidence  for  structures  was  noted, 
aside  from  the  nearby  hunting  blind. 

Site  40GB41  contains  extensive,  well  preserved  prehistoric  components 
dating  to  the  Late  Archaic  and  Early/Middle  Woodland  periods,  with  other 
occupations  possibly  present  as  well.  Because  of  its  Importance,  and  proximity 
to  the  right-of-way,  extreme  care  must  be  taken  to  avoid  it  during 
construction  activity. 


SITE  40WK9 


Site  40WK9  was  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  of  Memphis  State  University, 
and  Tommy  Adams,  a  local  Informant  from  Kenton,  Tennessee,  on  April  29, 
1973.  The  state  site  file  form  in  Nashville  contains  locational  coordinates,  and 
Indicates  that  the  site  is  a  'camp /village"  with  Late  Archaic  and  Poverty  Point 
components  present.  At  ihe  time  of  the  original  survey,  the  site  was  reported 
"under  cultivation,"  with  "moderate  erosion"  evident.  A  pronounced  midden 
stain  300  feet  in  diameter  was  noted,  with  the  following  note:  "pits  reported 
In  profile  of  trench  silo  at  South  edge  of  site  In  hog  pen."  Smith 
(1979a:21-22)  also  published  a  detailed  description  of  this  site: 

Wk  9  is  a  large  hunting  and  gathering  camp  approximating  300 
ft.  in  diameter  on  the  crest  of  the  first  terrace  of  the  Obion.  The 
surface  shows  pronounced  midden  staining  and  pits  up  to  three 
feet  in  diameter  and  three  feet  deep  were  \4slble  In  1973  in  the 
side  of  a  trench  silo  cut  through  the  edgq  of  the  site.  Late 
Archaic  and  Poverty  Point  occupations  are  prbsent  on  the  site.  Of 
particular  importance  Is  the  presence  of  Tennessee  River  Late 
Archaic  and  Early  Woodland  point  types  which  should  be  roughly 
contemporary  with  the  Poverty  Point  occupation.  Materials 
recovered  In  1973  Include:  14  projectile  points  and  fragments  (1 
Benton,  1  Pickwick,  [1  Lick  Creek,  1  Arlington,  1  Mclntire,)  and 
9  unidentifiable:  1  scraper:  1  potsherd:  8  Poverty  Point  objects;  2 
hammerstones;  7  cores;  45  flakes/chipping  shatter;  12  utilized 
flakes:  1  hoe  fragment:  6  grindstones:  and  18  sandstone 
fragments  (Smith  1979a:20-21:  type  designations  in  brackets 
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provided  by  Robert  Mainfort.  replacing  Smith's  undefined  type 
numbers). 

The  area  on  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5'  U.S.G.S.  Quadrangle  where  40WK9  was 
plotted  In  the  state  files  was  revisited  on  three  occasions  during  the  1987 
survey,  on  January  6,  11,  and  13.  The  site  area  Is  located  on  the  edge  of  the 
elevated  uplands,  approximately  600  meters  northwest  of  the  old  natural 
channel  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  and  1000  meters  north  of  the 
channelized  course  (Figure  2). 

At  the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  was  in  harvested  soybeans,  with  surface 
visibility  between  90  and  100  percent.  Artifacts  were  collected  from  an  area 
approximately  50  meters  in  diameter  at  the  edge  of  the  terrace.  Just  before  it 
dropped  off  to  the  floodplain  (total  collection  time,  one  person  hour).  Site 
40WK10  was  located  Immediately  to  the  south.  The  two  sites  actually  form  a 
continuous  scatter,  although  a  marked  decrease  in  artifact  density  occurs 
between  the  edges  of  the  two  main  concentrations,  which  are  separated  by 
about  30  meters. 

A  moderate  number  of  prehistoric  artifacts  (N=36)  were  collected  from  the 
40WK9  area,  although  unfortunately  no  unambiguous  temporal  diagnostics 
were  in  the  sample  (Appendix  I-l).  A  single,  possibly  grog  tempered  lump  of 
fired  clay  was  found:  while  this  may  be  an  eroded  sherd  or  from  a  clay  ball.  Its 
condition  does  not  warrant  use  as  a  diagnostic.  Other  artifacts  recovered  from 
the  site  Included  cobble  tool  fragments  (e.g..  Figure  24j),  wear  and 
intentionally  retouched  flake  tools,  unmodified  debitage,  and  several  pieces  of 
ferruginous  sandstone  and  cracked  rock  (Appendix  I-l). 

It  is  difficult  to  evaluate  what  was  found  in  1987  with  Smith's  description  of 
the  site  as  it  was  in  1974.  No  midden  or  feature  staining  was  observed  in 
1987,  nor  were  any  traces  of  historic  structures  found  in  the  immediate  area 
(although  they  were  detected  on  Site  40WI^10,  to  the  north).  Possibly  Smith's 
description  of  site  40WK9  refers  to  a  site  located  elsewhere.  Alternatively, 
what  he  called  40WI^9  may  encompass  some  or  all  of  our  40WK9  and  40WK10 
scatters,  which  would  Include  areas  where  historic  structures  were  once 
located.  If  the  area  we  visited  is  indeed  the  same  as  Smith's  40WK9,  then  a 
tremendous  amount  of  site  erosion  and  destruction  has  occurred  since  his 
original  visit. 


SITE  40WK10 


Site  40WIfl0  was  originally  reported  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  and  Tommy  Adams  on 
April  29.  1973.  In  the  state  site  files,  40WK10  is  described  as  a  "camp"  with 
Early  and  Late  Archaic  components  present.  The  site  area  was  estimated  to  be 
approximately  300  ft  NE/SW  by  50  ft  NW/SE,  and  was  described  as  under 
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cultivation,  with  severe  erosion  evident.  Locational  coordinates  were  included 
on  the  form,  together  with  the  notation  that  it  was  on  the  top  of  a  "ridge 
overlooking  [the]  S.  Fork  Obion  River." 

The  area  on  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5'  U.S.G.S.  Quadrangle  where  40WK10  was 
plotted  in  the  state  files  was  revisited  on  three  occasions  during  the  1987 
survey,  on  January  6,  11,  and  13.  The  site  area  is  located  near  the  edge  of  the 
elevated  uplands,  approximately  750  meters  northwest  of  the  old  natural 
channel  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  and  1200  meters  north  of  the 
modern  channelized  course  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  was 
in  harvested  soybeans,  with  surface  visibility  between  90  and  100  percent.  A 
moderately  heavy  scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  was  observed  over  an 
approximately  100  meter  (NE/SW)  by  50  meter  (NW/SE)  area,  both  along  the 
rest  of  a  low  rise  in  the  field,  and  in  an  adjoining  gully.  A  small  scatter  of 
artifacts,  including  some  modern  historic  artifacts,  were  observed  on  the 
opposite  side  of  this  gully,  near  a  large  tree:  these  materials  were 
provenienced  separately  as  Site  lOA.  On  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5’  U.S.G.S. 
Quadrangle,  a  house  was  shown  Just  to  the  east  of  this  area,  and  the  gully  was  a 
dammed  farm  pond.  The  disappearance  of  these  features  in  recent  years 
undoubtedly  accounts  for  the  differences  between  Smith’s  1974  description  of 
this  general  area,  and  what  was  seen  in  1987  (see  Site  40WK9  discussion 
above). 

A  moderately  dense  artifact  scatter  was  observed  over  the  Site  40WK10  area, 
and  a  general  collection  was  made  of  all  visible  artifacts.  Comparatively  few 
historic  artifacts  were  observed,  all  in  the  Site  lOA  area,  or  well  to  the 
northwest  of  the  Site  10  general  scatter,  where  a  temporary  farm  building  was 
recorded  on  the  1954  U.S.G.S.  quadrangle  map  of  the  area.  These  structures 
have  since  been  removed.  The  total  time  spent  in  collection  and  recording  at 
the  site  was  approximately  six  person  hours. 

The  prehistoric  surface  assemblage  recovered  from  40WK10  in  1987  included 
an  appreciable  range  of  hafted  bifaces,  biface  fragments,  pottery,  cobble  tools, 
wear  and  intentionally  retouched  unifacial  flakes,  unmodified  debltage,  fired 
clay,  ferruginous  sandstone,  and  cracked  rock  (Appendices  I-l,  1-2,  1-3).  One 
wire  nail  fragment  was  also  collected  from  Site  lOA;  recent  historic  artifacts 
from  the  vicinity  of  the  two  buildings  shown  on  the  quadrangle  map  were  not 
collected.  Hafted  blfaces  found  on  the  surface  included  Kirk,  Eva,  and  Benton 
types  (Figure  22m,n,p,t:  Appendix  1-2),  indicating  Early  and  Middle  Archaic 
components,  as  well  as  i  possible  Late  Archaic  Mclntlre  or  related  type 
(Figure  22o).  Comparative 'y  extensive  Early  Archaic  site  use  is  indicated  by 
the  presence  of  a  flaked  adze  or  celt  (Figure  22q),  and  a  number  of  formal 
hafted  endscrapers  and  intentionally  retouched  flake  tools  (Figure  23c-e,g,l,l). 
A  possible  early  point  was  also  found  that  had  been  resharpened  into  an 
endscraper  (Figure  22k):  another  possible  early  artifact  was  a  cobble 
core/chopper  (Figure  24a). 
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Prehistoric  ceramics  found  on  the  site  included  grog  tempered  plain,  cord 
marked,  fabric  impressed,  and  unidentifiable  finishes  (Figure  22s:  Appendix 
1-3).  Some  of  the  cord  marked  pottery  had  trace  amounts  of  fine  sand  in  the 
paste,  and  resembled  Furrs  Cord  Marked,  or  Mulberry  Creek  Cord  Marked, 
var,  Tishomingo:  the  vast  majority  of  the  ceramic  assemblage  looks  like  classic 
west  Tennessee  Early/Middle  Woodland  (Robert  Mainfort,  personal 
communication  1987).  The  fabric  Impressed  sherds  were  characterized  by 
fairly  coarse  lumps  of  grog,  considerably  larger  than  that  obsen/ed  in  the  cord 
marked  material:  this  ware  is  undoubtedly  Withers  Fabric  Marked,  possibly 
var.  Twin  Lakes.  One  of  the  unidentifiable  sherds  looks  as  though  it  was  shell 
tempered,  suggesting  a  possible  late  prehistoric,  Mississippian  component. 

Although  40WK9  and  40WK10  have  apparently  been  extensively  disturbed  and 
eroded  since  Smith's  1974  visit,  these  sites  appear  to  have  components 
spanning  much  of  the  prehistoric  era.  If  intact,  stratified  deposits  could  be 
found,  particularly  at  40WK10.  they  would  warrant  extensive  excavation. 
Minimally,  care  should  be  taken  to  avoid  these  areas  during  construction 
activity. 


SITE  40WK11 


Site  40WK11  was  initially  reported  by  Gerald  P.  Smith  and  Tommy  Adams, 
who  apparently  visited  it  on  May  20.  1974.  On  the  state  site  form,  the  site  is 
described  as  occurring  on  a  "high  rise  on  [the]  edge  of  Beech  Ridge  in  [the] 
Middle  Fork  Obion  River  bottom."  At  the  time  of  the  visit,  the  site  was  in 
heavy  weeds  and  crop  stubble,  with  moderate  erosion  evident.  The  extent  of 
the  scatter  was  placed  at  200  by  100  feet.  Because  of  the  heavy  ground  cover. 
Smith  recommended  revisitation,  to  ensure  an  adequate  surface  collection 
from  the  site. 

The  area  on  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5’  U.S.G.S.  Quadrangle  where  40WK11  was 
plotted  In  the  state  files  was  revisited  on  January  17,  1987.  The  area  is 
located  on  a  knoll  on  the  western  side  of  Beech  Ridge,  approximately  600 
meters  east  of  the  channelized  course  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the 
time  of  survey  the  site  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  approximately  50 
percent  surface  visibility.  A  light  scatter  of  prehistoric  and  historic  artifacts 
was  observed  over  an  approximately  100  meter  (E/W)  by  50  meter  (N/S)  area 
along  the  edge  of  the  field  (total  collection  time,  approximately  one  person 
hourh  A  number  of  cobble  tools  were  found.  Including  a  pitted  "nutting"  stone 
and  a  large  core/chopper  (Figure  24c,l).  as  well  as  a  small  amount  of  debitage 
and  a  nondiagnostic  blface  fragment  (Appendix  1-1).  Six  historic  artifacts,  all 
dating  from  the  first  half  of  the  twentieth  century,  were  also  found  (Appendix 
1-4).  A  temporary  structure  is  shown  in  this  general  area  on  the  1954 
Rutherford  7.5'  U.S.G.S.  Quadrangle,  and  the  debris  is  probably  from  use  of  this 
building.  Although  the  artifacts  suggest  a  domestic  context,  due  to  the  low 
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density  of  the  scatter,  the  structure  Is  thought  to  have  been  a  farm  outbuilding 
of  some  kind. 


SITE  40WK14 


Site  40'WT^14  was  first  recorded  by  Gerald  P.  Smith,  who  visited  it  on  May  20, 
1974.  The  state  site  files  include  locational  data,  but  no  information  on  the 
kinds  of  components  present.  The  site  is  described  as  located  on  the  edge  of 
Beech  Ridge,  on  the  first  terrace  of  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River.  At  the 
time  of  the  original  survey,  the  site  area  had  been  recently  plowed,  but  due  to 
a  lack  of  rain,  surface  visibility  was  poor.  Moderate  sheet  erosion  was  also 
reported,  and  Smith  recommended  revisitation  to  ensuie  an  adequate 
collection. 

The  area  on  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5'  U.S.G.S.  Quadrangle  where  40WK14  was 
plotted  in  the  state  files  was  revisited  on  January  12,  1987.  This  area  is 
located  on  a  knoll  on  the  eastern  side  of  Beech  Ridge,  approximately  800 
meters  north  of  the  channelized  course  of  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River 
(Figure  2).  A  light  scatter  of  historic  debris  approximately  50  meters  in 
diameter  was  observed  on  a  knoll  at  the  edge  of  the  field,  together  with  a  few 
prehistoric  artifacts  (Appendix  I-l,  1-4).  At  the  time  of  survey  the  field 
defining  the  scatter  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  approximately  50  percent 
surface  visibility.  All  observed  materials  were  collected  (total  collection  time, 
approximately  one  person  hour).  The  historic  artifacts  recovered  (N=32), 
upon  analysis,  dated  from  the  middle  part  of  the  nineteenth  to  the  early 
twentieth  century,  and  reflect  domestic  debris  from  a  former  house  site 
(Appendix  1-4;  Figure  23w).  No  other  evidence  for  a  structure  was  observed, 
in  the  field  or  in  the  adjoining  wooded  area.  The  apparent  prehistoric 
artifacts  (N=2)  that  were  found,  a  sandstone  primary  decortication  flake  and  a 
lump  of  unmodified  ferruginous  sandstone,  suggest  minor  use  of  the  site  area 
during  this  era. 


ISOLATED  FIND  3 


Isolated  Find  3,  which  was  found  on  January  9,  1987,  was  defined  by  a  light 
scatter  of  prehistoric  artifacts  located  approximctely  300  meters  southeast  of 
the  channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of 
survey  the  area  was  in  harvested  soybeans,  with  a  surface  visibility  of 
approximately  90  percent.  Five  possible  artifacts  were  found  (total  collecting 
time,  approximately  1  person  hour),  including  two  unmodified  flakes,  a 
retouched  flake,  and  two  cobbles  (Appendix  I-l),  The  material  was  found  over 
an  area  approximately  50  meters  (N/S)  by  20  meters  (E/W)  in  extent,  just  to 
the  east  of  a  low  rise  at  the  edge  of  a  large  plowed  field.  The  area  is  located 
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on  the  eastern  side  of  the  elevated  upland  terrain  that  begins  about  two 
kilometers  east  of  the  confluenee  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion 
River.  Sites  4.  5,  6,  and  7  are  located  on  this  same  landform,  between  300 
and  500  meters  to  the  northwest,  west,  and  southwest. 


ISOLATED  FIND  4 


Isolated  Find  4,  which  was  found  on  January  12,  1987,  consisted  of  two  cobble 
tools  located  on  a  low  rise  on  the  southeastern  end  of  Beech  Ridge, 
approximately  500  meters  due  north  of  the  channelized  course  of  the  Middle 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey  the  site  area  .vas  in 
harvested  corn,  offering  about  75  percent  surface  visibility.  The  cobble  tools,  a 
hammerstone  and  a  pitted  cobble  (Appendix  1-1;  Figure  24m),  were  found 
about  30  meters  apart  just  east  of  a  thin  tree  line  cutting  from  north  to  south 
across  the  field.  Several  small  rock  fragments  were  seen  that  might  have  been 
brought  in,  but  no  other  prehistoric  artifacts  were  observed  (total  collection 
time,  approximately  one  person  hour).  Site  8  is  located  approximately  125 
meters  to  the  west,  across  the  tree  line. 


ISOLATED  FIND  5 


Isolated  Find  5  was  a  single  large  (36.1  gram)  tan  chert  secondary 
decortication  flake  that  was  found  on  the  eastern  side  of  Beech  Ridge, 
approximately  500  meters  northwest  of  the  channelized  Middle  Fork  of  the 
Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey,  January  12,  1987,  the  site  area 
was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  approximately  75  percent  visibility.  The  flake 
was  found  about  25  meters  out  into  the  field,  and  about  100  meters  west  of  a 
point  of  land  marking  the  edge  of  Beech  Ridge.  No  other  artifacts  were 
observed  an3rwhere  in  the  area,  in  spite  of  its  seemingly  favorable  location 
(total  collection  time,  approximately  one  person  hour).  Site  40WK14  is 
located  approximately  300  meters  to  the  northwest  on  the  edge  of  the  field. 


ISOLATED  FIND  6 


Isolated  Find  6  was  a  scatter  of  brick  fragments  located  on  the  northern  side 
of  Beech  Ridge,  approximately  800  meters  north  of  the  channelized  Middle 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  At  the  time  of  survey,  January  12,  1987, 
the  site  area  was  in  harvested  corn,  offering  approximately  75  percent  surface 
visibility.  Artifacts  were  observed  over  an  approximately  50  meter  diameter 
area  near  the  edge  of  the  field.  A  temporary  structure  is  shown  in  this 
location  on  the  1954  Rutherford  7.5'  U.S.G  S.  Quadrangle,  and  the  debris  is 
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probably  the  remains  of  this  building.  While  a  number  of  plow  reduced 
machine  cut  brick  fragments  were  observed,  only  four  pieces  were  collected. 
The  only  non-brick  artifacts  observ^ed  were  a  stoneware  sherd  and  a  small  tan 
chert  flake  core  (Appendix  1-1,  1-4).  In  the  absence  of  other  (i.e.,  domestic) 
historic  artifactual  debris,  the  site  is  thought  to  have  been  a  farm  outbuilding 
of  some  kind.  Minor  prehistoric  use  of  the  area  is  indicaced  by  the  core. 


SUMMARY 


The  descriptions  of  sites  found  outside  the  project  right-of-way  provide  a 
valuable  context  from  which  to  view  the  site  and  isolated  finds  that  were  found 
within  the  direct  impact  i^one.  The  survey  indicates  that  sites  in  this  part  of 
western  Tennessee  tend  to  be  common  on  elevated  upland  areas,  back  away 
from  the  floodplain  itself.  Comparison  of  site  areas  originally  rcporied  in  the 
early  and  mid  1970  s.  furthermore,  indicates  that  a  tremendous  amount  of 
destruction  has  occurred,  mostly  due  to  sheet  erosion.  The  assemblages 
described  and  illustrated  here  additionally  pnmde  a  general  picture,  to  those 
working  outside  the  immediate  study  area,  of  what  archaeological  remains  in 
this  part  of  west  Tennessee  look  like. 
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VIII.  RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  CONCLUSIONS 


INTRODUCTION 


The  survey  of  the  Obion  River  Project  Area  in  Obion,  Weakley,  and  Gibson 
Counties,  western  Tennessee,  recovered  information  from  20  sites  and  six 
isolated  find  areas.  Three  sites  and  two  Isolated  finds  were  located  in  the 
project  direct  impact  zone.  Management  recommendations  for  these  sites, 
and  for  sites  near  the  project  right-of-way,  are  provided  below,  followed  by  a 
brief  concluding  discussion  on  what  the  project  has  told  us  about  past  human 
use  of  this  part  of  western  Tennessee, 


CRITERIA  FOR  THE  EVALUATION  OF  SIGNIFICANCE 


At  the  most  fundamental  level,  the  cultural  resources  Identified  through  this 
project  are  evaluated  witli  reference  to  published  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  eligibility  criteria.  Generally,  sites  must  be  at  least  50  years  old,  and 
only  those  sites;  (1)  associated  with  important  historical  events;  (2)  associated 
with  the  lives  of  important  historical  individuals:  3)  that  contain  distinctive 
construction:  or  (4)  "that  have  yielded,  or  may  be  likely  to  yield,  information 
important  in  prehistory  and  history,"  shall  be  considered  eligible  for  inclusion 
on  the  National  Register  {National  Park  Service  1977:6), 

The  sites  discovered  on  this  survey  potentially  qualify  only  under  the  last 
criterion.  Objective  evaluation  of  eligibility  under  this  criterion  necessarily 
requires  that  the  evaluation  procedure  be  refined  to  consider  a  more  focused 
set  of  variables  that  take  into  account  local  and  regional  concerns,  and 
site-specific  conditions.  Toward  this  end,  four  additional  criteria  were 
identified  and  employed  in  the  evaluation  of  site  significance.  These  are: 

(1)  Degree  of  Integrity.  Does  the  site  contain  intact  remains  such  that  analysis 
can  separate  rnaterlal  by  component,  or  is  there  a  high  degree  of  mixing  or 
site  disturbance? 

1 

(2)  Degree  of  Preservation.  Does  the  site  contain  preserved  features,  faunal  or 
floral  remains,  s|celetal  remains  or  materials  appropriate  for  absolute  dating? 

(3)  Uniqueness  Of  the  Site.  Could  preservation  or  further  investigation  of  a 
site  save  or  yield  Insightful  information,  or  is  information  it  contains 
redundant  relative  to  other  sites  in  the  area  that  are  preserved  or  that  have 
been  Investigated  'previously?  Can  the  remains  at  a  site  significantly  contribute 
to  our  understanding  of  the  area's  history  or  prehistory,  or  are  they  relatively 


liliSliUli  Liim  mniiyimiiPi 


pppipw!?’ 


II  ^mnuni  I.  ,.I  jii  jg  j  -m  uu  niy^i^. 


uninfcrmative? 

(4)  Relevance  to  Ongoing  or  Future  Research.  In  consideration  of  the  present 
state  of  knowledge  and  research  directions  In  the  region,  could  this  site  fulfill 
a  basic  research  need?  Would  the  preservation  of  this  site  provide  valuable 
data  In  the  future?  This  criterion  actually  subsumes  many  of  the  other  points 
listed  here.  However,  there  are  many  cases  where  a  site  can  contribute  to  a 
current  research  theme,  regardless  of  Its  preservation,  size,  density, 
uniqueness  or  degree  cf  integrity. 

Using  these  criteria,  all  sites  are  recommended  as  candidates  for  one  of  the 
following  National  Register  status  categories; 

1.  Sites  which  can  be  positively  evaluated  for  National  Register  eligibility 
without  further  work. 

2.  Sites  which  can  be  negatively  evaluated  for  National  Register  eligibility 
without  further  work. 

3.  Sites  which  require  further  work  before  National  Register  eligibility  can  be 
determined. 


SITE  SPECIFIC  RECOMMENDATIONS 


In  all.  five  cultural  properties  were  found  in  the  project  direct  Impact  zone, 
three  sites  and  two  isolated  finds.  The  three  sites  were  all  along  the  Middle 
Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  while  the  two  isolated  finds  were  found  at  the 
extreme  southern  end  of  the  South  Fork  of  the  Obion  River  (Figure  2).  The 
Isolated  finds  were  found  in  plowed  fields  characterized  by  close  to  100 
percent  surface  visibility.  The  first  isolated  find  (I-l)  was  of  doubtful  antiquity, 
and  consisted  of  a  possible  chert  shatter  fragment.  Similar  small  pieces  of 
chert  were  observed  among  limestone  gravels  used  to  lime  fields  outside  the 
project  right-of-way.  The  second  isolated  find  (1-2)  encompassed  four  recent 
historic  artifacts.  Subsequent  Intensive  examination  of  the  area  around  these 
Isolates,  Including  excavation  of  subsurface  shovel  tests,  failed  to  detect 
evidence  for  additional  significant  or  potentially  significant  cultural  remains 
meeting  any  of  the  criteria  established  above.  These  isolated  find  areas  are, 
accordingly,  not  believed  to  be  eligible  for  Inclusion  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places,  and  no  further  work  at  them  is  recommended. 

The  three  sites  (S-4,  S-10,  and  S-14;  see  F.gure  2)  In  the  Sharon  portion  of 
the  study  area,  along  the  Middle  Fork  of  the  Obion  River,  were  found  in  close 
proximity  to  one  another,  approximately  one  and  a  half  miles  east  of  the 
confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  River.  All  three  sites 
are  located  on  an  old  elevated  terrace  remnant  that  has  been  bisected  by  the 


river  channel.  Two  of  the  sites  (S-10  and  S- 14)  were  located  by  shovel  testing 
In  wooded  terrain  along  the  north  side  of  the  river,  while  the  third  site  (S-4) 
was  found  in  a  plowed  field  on  the  south  side  of  the  river.  All  three  sites  are 
low  density  prehistoric  artifact  scatters.  Site  S-10  also  contained  a  recent 
historic  component.  Only  small  numbers  of  artifacts  were  found  at  each  site, 
most  from  plowed  or  otherwise  disturbed  deposits,  and  no  cultural  features 
were  recovered  in  undisturbed  or  subplowzone  context.  Based  on  the  criteria 
noted  above,  these  site  areas  are  not  believed  to  be  eligible  for  inclusion  on  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places,  and  no  further  work  at  them  is 
recommended. 

No  other  cultural  properties  (sites  or  Isolated  finds)  were  found  In  eittier  the 
Sharon  or  Sidonia  portions  of  the  project  right-of-way. 

An  additional  20  cultural  properties  (16  sites  and  four  Isolated  finds)  were 
found  at  varying  distances  outside  the  right-of-way  (Figure  2).  These 
properties  represent  known  sites  relocated  as  part  of  the  current  project  (to 
see  if  they  extended  into  the  right-of-way),  and  new  sites  discovered  while 
entering  or  leaving  the  project  right-of-way.  All  of  these  properties  are  more 
than  100  meters  beyond  the  project  right-of-way,  and  most  are  considerably 
further  away  than  that.  Care  should  be  taken  to  avoid  these  properties  during 
planned  construction  activities.  Detailed  locational  information  on  these 
properties  is  presented  In  Chapter  VII.  One  of  these  sites,  40GB41,  produced 
extensive,  well  preserved  and  potentially  highly  significant  archaeological 
remains.  As  this  site  is  located  approximately  150  meters  from  the  project 
right-of-way,  extreme  care  should  be  taken  to  avoid  it  during  any  planned 
construction  activity. 

Based  on  the  results  of  the  field  investigations.  Including  our 
geomorphological  examination,  we  do  not  believe  a  further  stage  of  deep  site 
testing  In  the  direct  impact  zone  would  be  warranted.  We  were  able  to 
carefully  examine  soil  profiles  from  3  to  5  meters  In  depth  In  almost  every 
area  of  the  project,  on  foot  and  using  a  boat.  As  such,  we  were  able  to  inspect 
representative  examples  of  all  the  landforms  in  the  project  area  that  would  be 
examined  by  a  deep  site  (I.e,,  backhoe)  testing  effort.  This  was  possible  due 
to  the  channelized  nature  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  River. 
The  excavated  channel  represents  a  linear  transect,  repeatedly  cross-cutting 
the  old  meandering  natural  courses  of  these  streams.  As  such,  old  stream 
channel,  levee/terrace,  and  backswamp  profiles  are  all  exposed  in  the  existing 
channel  walls.  No  cultural  remains  were  observed  in  these  bank  profiles, 
which  represent  many  times  the  area  that  could  be  examined  by  a  baclAoe. 

The  research  program  Indicates  that  most  of  the  project  area,  prior  to 
modern  drainage,  lay  In  terrain  (old  backswamp  areas)  unsuited  to  either 
prehistoric  or  historic  settlement.  Prior  to  the  channelization  of  these 
streams  earlier  in  the  century,  much  of  the  project  area  was  seasonally  or 
permanently  Inundated.  This  fact  was  disclosed  in  discussions  with  long  time 
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residents  of  the  area,  who  used  to  fish  over  what  are  now  cultivated  fields  or 
woodlots.  The  geomorphological  examination  supported  this  interpretation 
(Chapter  II).  The  backswamp  deposits  typieal  of  most  bank  profiles,  except 
those  near  old  channels,  appear  to  have  a  considerable  antiquity  in  the  project 
area,  and  are  hence  unlikely  to  have  seen  extensive  settlement  at  any  time  in 
the  recent  past  (i.e.,  during  much  of  the  Holocene).  This  patterning  is 
reflected  in  the  occurrence  of  sites  in  the  general  area:  almost  all  of  the 
cultural  remains  detected  were  on  old,  elevated  terrace  remnants 
considerably  (10  feet  or  more)  above  the  surrounding  terrain.  Exceptions  to 
this  pattern  were  isolated  finds,  recent  historic  artifacts,  or  artifacts  In 
disturbed  contexts.  While  deeply  buried  cultural  deposits  may  be  present  in 
the  project  area,  this  is  considered  unlikely.  Given  the  extensive  profiles 
already  carefully  examined  (over  ten  miles  of  exposed  bank),  their  detection, 
furthermore,  would  be  both  extremely  difficult  and  tremendously  expensive. 


CONCLUSIONS 


The  1987  Obion  River  Survey  project  resulted  in  the  collection  of  a  moderate 
amount  of  information  on  prehistoric  sites  and  assemblages  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  confluence  of  the  Middle  and  South  Forks  of  the  Obion  River.  Given  the 
focus  on  extensive  illustration  and  description,  the  project  report  should  offer 
local  and  regional  researchers  a  good  picture  of  the  kinds  of  cultural  remains 
that  can  be  expected  in  this  area,  and  how  they  might  be  best  collected  and 
recorded.  Several  specific  observations  can  also  be  drawn  from  the  project 
work,  about  the  effectiveness  of  specific  field  procedures,  and  about  past 
human  use  of  this  area. 

The  Obion  River  Survey  Project  marks  the  second  major  effort  in  recent  years 
to  examine  a  segment  of  a  local  drainage  in  this  portion  of  northwest 
|Tennessee.  The  first,  bj^  Jolly  (1935),  was  conducted  in  a  similar 
ienvironmental  setting,  along  channelized  segments  of  the  South  Fork  of  the 
IForked  Deer  River.  Taken  together,  the  results  of  these  studies  suggest 
several  useful  ways  to  maximize  the  potential  of  these  kinds  of  surveys.  First, 
^se  of  a  boat  to  examine  bank  profiles  is  critical  to  Interpretting  the 
qepositlonal  history  of  local  floodplain  settings.  Although  not  productive  in 
tne  present  instance,  survey  from  a  boat  al.'so  appears  to  be  the  best  way  to 
examine  extensive  soil  profiles  for  signs  of  deeply  buried  sites.  Second, 
screening  shovel  test  fill  is  absolutely  indispensable  to  effective  site  discovery. 
Cjlven  the  extremely  low  artifact  densities  encountered  at  the  two  sites 
discovered  by  shovel  testing  during  the  present  project,  and  the  small  size  of 
the  artifacts,  it  is  Improbable  that  these  sites  would  have  been  located  <f 
screening  had  not  been  employed.  Third,  controlled  surface  collection, 
specifically  the  piece  plotting  of  artifact  scatters  in  conjunction  with  the 
preparation  of  a  site  contour  map.  is  an  excellent  method  of  documenting 
sites.  The  procedure,  used  on  Site  4,  provided  fine  grained  information  on 
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the  spatial  structure,  and  specific  location,  of  the  artifacts  defining  the  site. 
The  general  collections  obtained  from  sites  outside  the  project  right-of-way, 
while  useful  data,  tell  us  little  about  the  spatial  structure  of  the  sites  producing 
these  assemblages.  In  most  cases  these  sites  would  have  to  be  examined  again 
in  considerable  detail  before  they  could  be  efficiently  tested.  At  site  4,  in 
contrast,  it  is  possible  to  relocate  the  artifact  concentration  with  a  high 
degree  of  accuracy  from  the  permanent  site  datum. 

The  Obion  River  Survey  Project  also  provides  useful  information  about  past 
human  land  use  In  this  general  area.  It  is  evident,  for  example,  that  both 
prehistoric  and  early  historic  populations  appear  to  have  avoided  settlement, 
or  even  extended  use  of  floodplain  areas.  While  the  low  lying  areas  adjacent 
to  old  active  channels  may  have  seen  intermittent  visitation  by  travelers,  or  by 
individuals  or  groups  engaged  in  hunting,  gathering,  and  fishing  activity,  little 
long  term  use  is  indicated.  Historic  structures,  and  almost  all  prehistoric 
artifact  scatters,  were  located  on  elevated  upland  surfaces  at  varying  distances 
from  the  river.  The  principal  area  where  sites  were  found  near  the  channel 
was  along  Beech  Ridge,  where  the  upland  surface  had  been  bisected  by  the  old 
channel.  Exceptions  to  this  general  rule,  notably  Sites  1,  2,  and  3,  and 
40GB41,  appear  to  have  been  located  on  knolls  or  low  rises  in  the  floodplain. 
At  some  of  ^ese  sites,  notably  at  40GB41,  part  of  these  old  elevated  surfaces 
may  still  protrude.  Some,  however,  may  be  at  or  near  the  modern  ground 
surface,  due  to  the  filling  of  the  surrounding  landscape  by  alluvium.  Successful 
prediction  of  where  such  landforms  may  be  located  would  appear  to  be  a 
major,  unresolved  research  challenge  in  this  general  region.  Finally,  the 
project  demonstrates  the  kind  of  archaeological  record  that  may  be  left  when 
comparatively  recent  historic  structures  are  abandoned  and  dismantled; 
typically,  fairly  minimal  remains  are  all  that  survive,  and  the  sites  become 
nearly  archaeologically  invisible. 

Prehistoric  site  assemblagi  s  from  the  project  area  also  show  some  interesting 
tendencies.  First,  at  many  of  the  sites  a  high  proportion  of  modified  to 
unmodified  flakes  was  observed.  That  is,  at  many  local  sites,  wear  or 
intentionally  retouched  flake  tools  formed  an  appreciable  part  of  the  flake 
assemblage.  This  may  suggest  a  high  degree  of  utilization  and  conservation, 
possibly  due  to  a  general  scarcity  of  readily  available  raw  material.  Some  of 
this  may  also  reflect  the  collecting  strategy  employed.  Most  of  the 
assemblages  are  derived  from  general  surface  collections,  a  strategy  that 
probably  resulted  in  the  collection  of  larger,  more  readily  apparent  flakes. 
Larger  flakes  may  have  been  utilized  more  often  than  smaller,  harder  to  handle 
flakes.  Wherever  screening  was  employed  In  the  present  project  (Sites  4,10, 
and  14;  Appendix  I),  unmodified  debitage  tended  to  form  a  comparatively 
larger  portion  of  the  total  site  flaked  stone  assemblage.  While  collecting 
procedures  thus  must  be  controlled  for,  the  general  pattern  is  pronounced, 
and  suggests  fairly  high  Intensity  utilization  of  raw  material  locally. 
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A  high  incidence  of  cobble  tools,  particularly  possible  plant  processing  tools 
such  as  nutting  stones,  grinding  basins,  and  pestles,  was  also  observed  on  local 
sites.  Site  use  in  plant  processing  activity,  rather  than  or  in  addition  to  use  for 
hunting-related  activities,  is  thus  suggested  at  many  locations.  Cultural 
historical  observations  can  also  be  made.  Most  of  the  prehistoric  sites  in  the 
project  area  yielded  some  evidence  for  Woodland  period  use,  typically  by  the 
presence  of  one  or  more  grog  tempered  sherds  within  the  assemblage  {N=14, 
73.7  percent  of  all  sites).  Fairly  Intensive  early  Middle  Woodland  use  of  the 
area  is  indicated,  at  least  when  compared  with  earlier  and  later  periods. 
Baked  clay  object  fragments  were  also  common,  occurring  on  several  sites, 
further  evidence  for  moderate  Late  Archaic/Woodland  use  of  the  area;  many  of 
the  baked  clay  object  fragments  may  well  date  to  the  Woodland  period. 
Diagnostic  artifacts  from  other  periods  were  rare  in  contrast. 

The  analysis  also  Indicates  that  fair-sized  assemblage  samples  need  to  be 
collected  before  local  sites  can  be  closely  dated.  The  collection  of  diagnostic 
projectile  points,  and  ceramcis  with  recognizable  paste/finish  combinations,  is 
particularly  critical.  Ceramics  assemblages  in  the  project  area  were  dominated 
by  grog  tempered  wares,  with  varying  admixtures  of  sand  or  grog  noted.  While 
some  previous  investigators  have  put  considerable  emphasis  on  distinguishing 
subtle  variations  in  the  occurrence  of  these  inclusions  locally,  and  have 
established  fairly  fine-grained  cultural  and  chronological  subdivisions  based  on 
these  differences,  this  was  not  attempted  in  the  present  study.  This  was 
primarily  because  the  sample  sizes  were  small,  and  because  none  of  the 
materials  came  from  unambiguous  stratigraphic  context.  Until  secure 
stratigraphic  samples  can  be  established  locally,  it  is  difficult  to  ascertain  how 
much  these  subtle  paste  differences  actually  reflect  temporal  or  cultural 
factors.  Subtle  variability  in  form  and  manufacturing  procedures  also 
characterizes  the  sorting  of  local  projectile  points,  another  area  where  the 
development  of  useful  sorting  criteria  will  probably  only  come  with  the 
excavation  of  major  stratified  sites. 

The  Obion  River  Survey  Project  results  thus  offer  one  perspective,  and  a 
sample  of  information  on  the  past  human  occupation  of  northwest  Tennessee, 
Hopefully,  it  also  demonstrates  the  contributions  to  archaeological  knowledge 
that  even  comparatively  small  scale  survey  projects  can  make.  Perhaps  the 
most  Important  contribution  comes  in  the  effective  documentation  of  the  sites 
and  collections,  letting  researchers  know  what  is  in  an  area,  and  offering 
suggestions  as  to  how  it  might  be  profitably  explored  in  the  future. 
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APPENDIX  L 

PREraSTORIC  ARTIFACTS  FOUND  DURING 
THE  OBION  RIVER  SURVEY 

I.-l  General  Inventory  of  All  Artifacts 
I. -2  Hafted  Biface  Attributes 
I. -3  Prehistoric  Ceramic  Artifacts 
I. -4  Historic  Artifacts 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVENTORY 


Site  1 

Raw  Material 

Weiqht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentarv 

Hatted  Bitaces 

2 

(See  Appendix  1-2) 

Ceramics 

Hammerslon  e/C  hopper 

2 

1 

Tan  chert 

457. 5g 

89mm 

65mm 

52mm 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Chopper 

1 

Tan  chert 

303. 3g 

92mm 

62mm 

39mm 

Chopper  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

128. 3g 

Chopper 

1 

Ferruginous  sandstone 

90.2g 

54mm 

48mm 

25mm 

Core 

1 

Quartz 

309.6g 

79mm 

77mm 

45mm 

Core  (cobble) 

1 

Tan  chert 

31.6g 

48mm 

33mm 

26mm 

Tested  Cobbta 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

229.2g 

68mm 

60mm 

44mm 

Core  Fragment 

1 

Sarxlstone 

72.2g 

Coro  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

104.9g 

Hammerslone  Fragment 

1 

Ferruginous  sandstone 

131.3g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

48.8g 

Abrader  Fragment 

1 

Ferruginous  sandstone 

16.4g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

40.1g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.7g 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

8 

(3  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(4  Tan  chert) 

(1  While  chert) 

17.0g 

Unspeciallzed  Flakes 

4 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

1S.8g 

(2  Interior,  2  Secondary) 

(3  Tan  chert) 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

8 

(4  Gray  chert) 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(2  Tan  chert) 

9.5g 

Shatter  Fragments 

3 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

12.Sg 

(All  Interior) 

Cracked  Rock 

7 

MIsc. 

134. 7q 

TOTAL 

48 

Artifacts 

Site  1A 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenoth 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentarv 

Core/Chopper/Scraper 

1 

Tan  chert 

333.2g 

110mm 

74mm 

40mm 

Figure  24d 

Core 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

44. eg 

59mm 

35mm 

21mm 

Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

43. 1g 

S2mm 

37mm 

21mm 

Core  Fragment? 

1 

Tan  chert 

24. 5g 

43mm 

28mm 

18mm 

Pestle 

1 

Sandstone 

318.3g 

73mm 

67mm 

57mm 

Figure  24f 

Cracked  Rock 

2 

Misc. 

52.0q 

TOTAL 

7 

Artifacts 

Site  2 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artitacls 

1 

1 

(See  Appendix  1-4 

Halted  Bitaces 

1 

1 

(See  Appendix  1-2) 

Ground  Slab  (metate) 

1 

Metavolcanic 

1178.5g 

133mm 

113mm49mm 

Figure  24n 

Chopper  (halted?) 

1 

Tan  chert 

78.3g 

59ti[im 

53mm 

24mm 

Abrader  Fragment 

1 

Ferruginous  sandstone 

219.3g 

1 

1 

Hammerslone  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

270.3g 

1 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.4g 

29n7m 

22mm 

17mm 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

44. 5g 

Shatter  Fragments 

2 

Tan  chert 

2.1g 

\ 

(All  Secondary) 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruoinous  Sandstone 

108. Oo 

1 

TOTAL 

1 1 

Artifacts 

1 
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H 

a 

I 


SHe  3  Raw  Material  WelQhl  Lanoth  Width  Thickness  Commartarv 


Hammerstona  Fragment 

1  SatKlstona 

132.6g 

Chopper  (?) 

1  Ferruginous  sandstone 

168.8g 

8Smm 

63mm 

26mm 

Utilized  Core  (UnKaclal  Retouch) 

1  Tan  chert 

81. 3g 

62mm 

42mm 

34mm 

Exhausted  Core 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2S.0g 

37mm 

35mm 

22mm 

Bilace  (Stage  4) 

1  Tan  chert 

26.2g 

56mm 

42mm 

12mm 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.8g 

Thinning  Flake  (Interkr) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.4g 

Cracked  Rock 

1  MIsc. 

7.4o 

TOTAL  8  Artifacts 


SITE  4 


PLOTTED  SURFACE  ARTIFACTS 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenoth  Width  Thickness 

Commentary 

1.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

2.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.1g 

3.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.6g 

4.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

5.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

0.6g 

6.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.5g 

7.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.0g 

8.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

0.  Chunk 

1  Ferruginous  sandstone 

14.6g 

10.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

1 1 .  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tod 

1  Tan  chert 

O.Sg 

12.  Prehisloric  Ceramics 

0.8g 

Figure  L3o 

13.  Stage  4  Bllace  Fragment 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

13.5g 

Figure  231 

14.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.Sg 

IS.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

3.6g 

16.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.3g 

17.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.7g 

18.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.7g 

19.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.0g 

20.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.3g 

21 .  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.2g 

22.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.4g 

23.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.3g 

24.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

14.8g 

25.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.3g 

26.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Ten  chert 

0.3g 

27.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.lg 

28.  Biface  Fragment  (Stage  4) 

1  White  chert 

O.Sg 

29.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

I.Og 

30^  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chart 

O.Sg 

31.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.7g 

32.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

33.  Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.6g 

Figure  241 

34.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.6g 

35.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

O.lg 

36.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

0.9g 

^7.  Nutting/Hammerstone 

1  Sandstone 

325. 4g 

95mm  70mm  33mm 

38.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.lg 

39.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

40.  Thinning  Flake  (Inlerlor) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.3g 

41.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

O.lg 

42.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.Sg 

43.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

44.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.Sg 

45.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.4g 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVENTORY 


SITE  4 

PLOTTED  SURFACE  ARTIFACTS  Raw  Malarial  Weight  Length  WIdlh  Thickness  Commentary 


46.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

9.6g 

Figure  23k 

47.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

2.0g 

48.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.2g 

49.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.3g 

50.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.9g 

51.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

1.2g 

51.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Tart  chert 

l.lg 

52.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.3g 

53.  Flaks  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chart 

0.6g 

54.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

2.1g 

55.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.lg 

56.  Shatter  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.8g 

57.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Tan  chert 

0.7g 

58.  Flake  FragmenI  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

1.49 

59.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.4g 

60.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.8g 

61.  Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.3g 

62.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

2.5g 

63.  Bilace  Fragment  (Stage  4) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

9.5g 

64.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.5g 

65.  Intentionaly  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.8g 

66.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.5g 

67.  Intentionaly  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.5g 

Figure  23m 

68.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.6g 

69.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.6g 

70.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  To^ 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.9g 

71.  Flake  FragmenI  (Interior) 

1  White  chert 

l.lg 

72.  Intentionaly  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  White  chert 

4.0g 

72.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  White  chert 

1.3g 

72.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  While  chert 

l.lg 

73.  Flake  FragmenI  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.0g 

74.  Thinning  Flake  (Inle.'lor) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.4g 

75.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.5g 

76.  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

77.  Thinning  Flaks  (Interior) 

1  Tan  chert 

0.8g 

78.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.3g 

79.  Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1  Pink  (HT)  chert 

1 .4a 

Site  4  Test  Unit  Artitacis 

Raw  Material 

Weiqhl 

Lenolh  Width  Thickness  Commentary 

Level  1  (0-10  cm) 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

7.2g 

Figure  23h 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.6g 

Wear  Retouched  F'ake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chart 

1.5g 

Thinning  Flakes 

22 

(5  Gray  chert) 

4.2g 

Unspecialized  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

(16  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  White  chert) 

Tan  chert 

1.8g 

Flaks  Fragments 

37 

(1  Gray  chert) 

10.3g 

(1  Secondary,  36  Interior) 

Chunk 

1 

(32  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(1  While  chert) 

(3  Tan  chert) 
Ferruoinous  Sandstone 

0.9g 

TOTAL 

63 

Artllacts 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVBn-ORY 


Site  4  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Welohl 

Lenoth  Width  Thickness  Commentary 

Level  2  (10-20  cm  ) 

Ceramics 

1 

O.Sg 

(  See  Appendix  1-3) 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.3g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.7g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.6g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.7g 

Wear  Retouched  Rake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.2g 

Thinning  Rakes  (Interior) 

8 

(2  Gray  chert) 

t.Og 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

to 

(3  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  While  chert) 

(2  Tan  chert) 

(3  Gray  chert) 

2.7a 

(13  Pink  (HT)  chart) 
(2  White  chert) 

(1  Tan  chart) 


Chunks 

5 

Ferrunlnous  Sandstone  2.1  a 

TOTAL 

38 

Arlilacts 

Site  4  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenalh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  3  (20-30  cm) 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.4g 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

2 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.ag 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

Chunks 

6 

Femiolnous  Sandstone 

8.7a 

TOTAL 

11 

Artifacts 

Site  4  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenath 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  4  (30-40  cm) 

Flake  FraamenI  finlerlor) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.1a 

TOTAL 

1 

Artifacts 

Site  4  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenath 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  5  (40-50  cm  } 

Thinnina  Tlake  (Interior) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

t.Sa 

TOTAL 

t 

Artifacts 

Site  5 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenoth 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Hisloric  Artifacts 

6 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Nutting/Hammerstone 

t 

Sandstone 

260.70 

85mm 

58mm 

40mm 

Figure  24h 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

Gray  chert 

27.5g 

48mm 

35mm 

18mm 

Chunk 

1 

Tan  chert 

02.0g 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruolnous  Sandstone 

175.0a 

TOTAL 

11 

'rtitacts 

Site  5A 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Lenath 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

Hatted  Biface  Fragment 

2 

1 

Gray  chert 

8.0g 

(See  Appendix  t-4) 

Core  (Utilized) 

1 

Tan  chert 

77 .8g 

64  mm 

35mm 

32mm 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Quartz 

16,0g 

Abrader 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

59.1  g 

50mm 

44mm 

19mm 

Abrader  (?) 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

575.3g 

100mm 

83mm 

4Bmm 

Intentionally  Retouched  Rake  Toot 

1 

Tan  chert 

0.9g 

Ceramics  (?) 

1 

3.4g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

2 

Tan  chert 

3.6g 

Chunks 

4 

Ferruolnous  Sandstone 

134.90 

TOTAL 

15 

Artllacts 
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SIIB  6 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commenlarv 

Hailed  BHaca 

1 

1.7g 

(Sre  Appendix  1-2) 

Hammerslone  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

70.3g 

Coro  (Ulllized) 

1 

Tan  chert 

70.9g 

71mm 

52mm 

20rnm 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

27g 

Ceramics 

3 

S.7g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Thinning  Flake  interior) 

1 

Tan  chert 

I.Og 

Manuoorl  Cobble  (Unmodilied) 

1 

Tan  chert 

156.80 

TOTAL 

e 

Artifacts 

Silo  7 

Raw  Material 

Welohl 

Lenoth 

Width 

Thickness 

Commenlarv 

Historic  Artilects 

34 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Bilace  Fragmrjnl  (Stage  4) 

1 

White  chert 

1.3g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

lO.lg 

Cfc'amics 

3 

14.8g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Cla/  lumps 

2 

19.8g 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

16.8g 

Unspecialired  Flake  (Secondary) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

7.2g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

(1Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(IQray  chert) 

12.2g 

Shatter  (Interior) 

2 

(1  While  chert) 

11  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

1.3g 

TOTAL 

48 

Arlilacis 

Site  8 

Raw  Material 

Welohl 

Ler^Qth 

Width 

Thickness 

Commenlarv 

Halted  BHaca 

1 

4.2g 

Halted  Endscraper 

1 

Gray  chert 

9.1g 

39mm 

26mm 

10mm 

Figure  23a 

Ceramics 

1 

2.5g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Inlenlionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.5g 

Figure  23b 

Festal  (Hammerslone?) 

1 

Sandstone 

213.9g 

66mm 

44mm 

40mm 

Figure  24e 

Thinnlno  Flake 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

O.lo 

TOTAL 

6 

Artilacis 

Site  9 

Raw  Material 

Welohl 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commenlarv 

Chopper/Core/Hammerslono 

1 

Tan  chert 

206.8g 

67mm 

54mm 

5Cmm 

Figure  24b 

Chopper/Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

20S.eg 

88mm 

65mm 

29mm 

Core  (Ulilized?) 

1 

Tan  chert 

65.0g 

48mm 

42mm 

36mm 

Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

78,79 

62mm 

40mm 

37mm 

Abrader 

1 

SarKl^cne 

449.7g 

86mm 

77mm 

50mm 

Hammerslone  Fragment 

1 

Ouartz 

24. 5g 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

6.7g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

2.7g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.2g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.2g 

Thinning  Flakes 

2 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

1.7g 

Unspecialired  Flake  (Primary) 

1 

Sandstone 

4.8g 

, 

Flake  Fragment  (Secondary) 

1 

Tan  chert 

33.9g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Gray  chert) 

(1  White  chert) 

2.3g 

Chunks 

e 

Ferruginous  Sands'one 

636. 8g 

Cracked  Rock 

1 

21.80 

TOTAL 

26 

Arlilacis 
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i. 


SKe  10  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Malarial 

Weiahl 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

L«vel  1  (0-10  cm) 

Historic  Arlilacts 

2 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Ceramics 

2 

«.7g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Thlrtnlng  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Tan  chert 

0.3g 

Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.2g 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruginous  Sartdstone 

2.19 

Clay  lumps 

2 

0.4o 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

7 

Artifacts 

Site  10  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  2  (10-20  cm) 

Historic  Anifacts 

1 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Inlerlor) 

2 

Gray  chert 

0.6g 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

4.3g 

Clay  lumps 

3 

0.4g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

8 

Artllacis 

Site  10  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  3  (20-30  cm) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Gray  chert) 

(1  Tan  chert) 

0.4g 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

0.2g 

Clay  lumps 

2 

0.9g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

S 

Artifacts 

Site  10  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  4  (30-40  cm) 

Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  cherl 

0.4g 

TOTAL 

1 

Arlilacts 

SHe  10  Shove'  Test  1  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Ceramics 

2 

7.1g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Clay  lumps 

2 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

4 

Artifacts 

Site  10  Shovel  Test  2  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Thinning  Hake  (Interior) 

1 

Tan  cherl 

TOTAL 

1 

Artifacts 

Site  11 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

48 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Abrader  Fragment  (7) 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

lO.lg 

Ceramics 

1 

S.3g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Flake  Fragment  (Inlerlor) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

I.Og 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

2.2g 

Shatter  (1  Primary,  2  Interior) 

3 

(IGray  chert) 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  White  chert) 

18.8g 

TOTAL 

55 

Arlilacts 
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Site  12 

Raw  Material 

Weiriht 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

6 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Halted  Biface 

1 

6.2g 

.'^igure  22g 

Nutling/Hammerslone/Abrader 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

378. 2g 

75mm 

71mm 

35mm 

Nutting/Hammerstone 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

504. 5g 

107mm 

90mm 

35mm 

Figure  24g 

Abraderf?) 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

960. Og 

147mm 

105mm46mm 

Abrador  Fragment  (Mjtate  Fragment?) 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

228. gg 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Quartz 

246. 6g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

242.7g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Sand-Slltstone 

170. 8g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Sand-Siltstone 

116. 2g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Quartz 

64.gg 

Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

143. 6g 

60mm 

54mm 

43mm 

Core 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

91. 9g 

SSmm 

40mm 

33mm 

Ceramics 

18 

17, Og 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.7g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

5,6g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.8g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

3.7g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

S.4g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.4g 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

White  chert 

S.7g 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

7.8g 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

3.6g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

10.8g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Quartz 

22. 1g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

7.2g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

2.9g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

I.Og 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.8g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.5g 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.6g 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

6 

(3  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(3  Gray  chert) 

4.1g 

Unspecialized  Flakes 

3 

Tan  chert 

43.4g 

(1  Primary,  2  Interior) 

Flake  Fragments 

5 

(2  Gray  chert) 

6.1g 

(1  Primery,  4  Interior) 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(2  Tan  chert) 

Shatter  (Interior) 

11 

(6  Gray  chert) 

(4  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  White  chert) 

37.0g 

Baked  Clay  Object  Fragments 

24 

eo.gg 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Chunks 

27 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

817.0g 

Cracked  Rocks 

9 

246.50 

TOTAL 

138 

Artifacts 

Site  13 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

8 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

4.0g 

Ceramics 

2 

e.Og 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

11 

Artifacts 

Site  14  Shov'el  Test  1  Arlilacis 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Ommentarv 

Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

O.lg 

Clay  lumps 

1 

0.3g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruoinous  Sandstone 

0.6o 

TOTAL 

3 

Arlilacis 
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TOTAL  AFITIFACT  INVB^TOflY 


Site  14  Shovel  Test  2  Artilads 

Raw  Material 

Woioht 

Lenolh  Width  Thickness  Commentary 

Ceramics 

2 

3.4o 

(Sea  Appendix  1-3) 

Clay  lumps 

3 

2.4g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruqinous  Sandstone 

0.79 

TOTAL 

7 

Artliacts 

Site  14  Shovel  Test  3  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Ceramics 

4 

S.9g 

(See  Appendix  t-3) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

3 

(2  Gray  chert) 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

1.6g 

Flake  Fragment  (Secondary) 

1 

Tan  chert 

0.7g 

Clay  lumps 

3 

1.3g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Shatter  (1  Secondary,  1  Interior) 

4 

(2  Gray  chert) 

(2Plnk  (HT)  chert) 

2.4g 

Chunks 

a 

Ferruolnous  Sandstone 

2S.8a 

TOTAL 

23 

Artilacts 

Site  14  Shovel  TesI  4  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Welqht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.2g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

04g 

Clay  Chunks 

2 

0.7g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Chunks 

2 

Ferruolnous  Sandstone 

28.7q 

TOTAL 

7 

Artifacts 

Site  14  Shovel  Test  6  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

O.lg 

Clay  lumos 

4 

S.3a 

(See  Apoendix  1-3) 

TOTAL 

s 

Artilacts 

Site  14  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  1  (0-10  cm) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

2 

Gray  chert 

0.2g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

3 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  Tan  chert) 

1-19 

Clay  lumps 

14 

14.8g 

(See  Appendix  t-3) 

Cobble  (Unmodilied) 

1 

Chert 

2.79 

Shatter  (Secondary) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.6g 

Chunks 

28 

Ferruolnous  Sandstone 

61.80 

TOTAL 

49 

Artifacts 

Site  14  Test  Unit  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Level  2  (10-20  cm) 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.4g 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  Gray  chert) 

0.4g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  Tan  chert) 

1.8g 

Clay  tumps 

9 

11.89 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Charcoal 

3 

TOTAL 

17 

Artifacts 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVBTTORY 


Sila  14  Test  Unit  Aftilarls 


Level  3  (20-30  cm) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior)  7 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior)  4 

Clay  lumps  8 

Shatter  (Interior)  1 

Chunks _ 20 


TOTAL  40 


Raw  MatOi'al _ Weight  Length 

(2  Gray  chert)  7.2g 

(3  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(2  Tan  cherl) 

(2  Gray  chert)  1.4g 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  Tan  chert) 

6.2g 

While  chert  O.Sg 

Ferruginous  Sandstone  23. 2q _ 

Artilacis 


Width  Thickness  Commentary 


(See  Appendix  1-3) 


Site  14  Test  Ur“  Artilacts _ 

Level  4  (30-40  cm) 

Flake  Fragment  (Interior)  1 

Clay  lumps  4 

Chunks _ ^ 

TOTAL  10 


Raw  Material _ Weight  Length 

Gray  ched  0.2g 

6.9g 

Ferruginous  Sandstone  14.5q _ 

Artilacts 


Width  Thickness  Commentary _ 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 


Site  14  Test  Unii  Artifacts 
Level  5  (40-50  cm) 

Flake  Fragment  (Interior) 
Clay  lump 
Shatter  (Interior) 

Chunks _ 

TOTAL 


Raw  Material _ Weight  Length  Width  Thickness  Commentary _ 

1  Gray  chert  0.2g 

1  O.Sg  (See  Appendix  1-3) 

1  Gray  chert  3.0g 

2  Ferruginous  Sandrtone  0.7g 

5  Artilacts 


SHe  40  WK  9 

Raw  Matadai 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

Wear  Reloud.ed  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

Hammerstone/Abrader  Fragment 

1 

Quartz 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Sarxlstone 

Chopper  (?) 

1 

Chert 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

Whito  chert 

Bilace  Fragment 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Quartzite 

Blfadal  Thinning  Flakes 

6 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

Unspedallzed  Rakes 

3 

(3  Gray  chwrt) 

(1  Orthoquartzite 

Tan  chert 

(1  Interior,  1  Secondary,  1  Primary) 
Rake  Fragments 

S 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert 

(4  Interior,  1  Secondary) 

(2  Gray  chert) 

Clay  ball  fragment? 

1 

(1  While  cherl) 

Shatter  (4  Interior,  2  Secondary) 

6 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

Chunks 

4 

(3  Gray  chert) 

(i  Orthoquartzite) 
Ferruginous  Sandstone 

Cracked  Rock 

2 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

TOTAL 

36 

Artilacts 

Weight  Length  Width  Thickness  Commenia 

28.0g 
O.Sg 
0.6g 
138. 7g 

72. 7g  Figure  24) 

72. 8g  68mm  43mm  24mm 

45. 8g 

O.lg 

1.8g 

3.8g 


84. 5g 
7.9g 


2.1g  (See  Appendix  1-3) 

9.3g 


65.7g 

105.21 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVB4TCRY 


Slle  40  WK  10 


Haned  Bifacea 


Raw  Material 


Welohl  Length  Width  Thlcknasa  Commentary 


Halted  Endscraper 
Halted  Endscraper 

Halted  Endscraper  (Qraver/Burrin?) 

Halted  Endscraper 

Celt  (Woodworking  Tool?) 

Chopper  (BHaclal) 
intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Toot 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 
BKace 

Bilace  Fragment 
BKace  Fragment 
BKace  Fragrnent 
BKace  Fragment 
BKace  Fragment 
BKace  Fragment 
Ceramics 

Nultlng/Hammer8tone/(Abrader?) 
Hammerstone/Core 
Hammerstone  (Chopper?) 
Hammerstone 
Abrader 
Abrader 
Thinning  Flakes 
(17  Interior,  S  Secondary) 


Unspecialized  Flakes 
(2  Interior,  2  Secondary) 
Flal  Fragments 
(17  Interior,  3  Secondary) 


Shatter  (15  Interior,  2  Secondary) 


30 


Clay  lumps 
Chunks 
Cracked  Rock 


22 


20 


17 


3 

6 

10 


(3  Tan  cherl) 

(2  Gray  chert) 

(4  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
WhHe  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
While  chert 
Tan  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
rink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 
Gray  chert 
Pink  (HT)  chert 

Sandstone 
Tan  chert 
Chert 
Quartz 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 
Ferruginous  Sandstone 
(4  Gray  chert) 

(6  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(4  White  chert) 

(8  Tan  chert) 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(2  Tan  chert) 

(2  Gray  chert) 

(6  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  While  chert) 

(11  Tan  chert) 

(3  Gray  chert) 

(3  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(7  While  chert) 

(4  Tan  chert) 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 


17.3g 

16.7g 

4.Bg 

I, Sg 
2S.0g 
162.7g 
17.3g 
4.0g 
12.7g 
lO.lg 

II.  8g 
22.7g 
3.og 
12.2g 
2.gg 
0.2g 
1.4g 
0.9g 
1.10 
7.1g 
2.6g 
30.3g 
16.7g 
6.1g 
S.3g 
le.Sg 
S.Og 
I.Og 
68.eg 
328.7g 
151.4g 
271. eg 
3e3.2g 
40B.5g 
71. 5g 
45.3g 


15.Bg 

tO.lg 


46mm 

38mm 

39mm 

22mm 

61mm 

71mm 

59mm 


29mm  13mm 
2emm  15mm 
25mm  7mm 
19mm  4mm 
27mm  13mm 
67mm  29mm 
31mm  11mm 


(See  Appendix  1-2) 


Figure  23e 
Figure  23d 
Figure  23c 
Figure  23g 
Figure  22q 
Figure  24c 

Figure  231 
Figure  231 


S6mm  37mm  16mm 


Figure  22r 


03mm  75rrm  40mm 


(Sea  Appendl.x  1-3) 


B3mm 

82mi'n 

90mm 

44mm 


71mm  42mr.) 
6Smm  50mm 
64tnm  59inm 
40mm  34mm 


TOTAL 


SHe  40  WK  10A 


155  Arlllacls 


Raw  Material 


8.3g 
256.4g 
363. 3q 


(See  Appendix  1-3) 


Weight  Length  Width  Thickness  Commentary 


Historic  Artilacis 

Halted  (?)  Tool 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

Ceramics 

Core  (Exhausted) 

Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 


Tan  chert 
Tan  chert 

Pink  (HT)  chert 
Tan  chert 


TOTAL 


Arlllacls 


8.4g 

3.5g 

lO.lg 

17.7g 

<8a 


32mm  27mm  10mm 


(See  Appendix  1-4) 
(See  Appendix  1-3) 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVB^ORY 


Site  40  WK  11 

Raw  Material 

Weiohl 

Lenatl) 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

6 

(Sea  Appendix  1-4) 

Cfiopper/Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

39S.6g 

78mm 

76mm 

50mm 

Figure  24c 

Nutting/  Hammerslone 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

411.7g 

93mm 

78mm 

33mm 

Figure  241 

Hammerstone  (Abrader?) 

1 

Chert 

702.9g 

1 13mm 

82mm 

46mm 

Hammerstone/Abrader 

1 

Quartz 

18G.2g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Quartz 

22.7g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Tan/Qray  Banded  chert 

61.4g 

Abrader  Fragment 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

1S2.8g 

BIface  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.6g 

Bitaciat  Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.7g 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Gray  chert) 

(ITan  chert) 

2.6g 

Chunks 

5 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

251.3a 

TOTAL 

22 

Artllacts 

Site  40  WK  14 

Raw  Materiel 

Wetqht 

Lonath  Width  Thickness 

Commentary 

Historic  Artllacts 

31 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Flake  Fragment  (f’rlmary) 

1 

Sandstone 

12.4g 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

21.7g 

Chunk 

1 

Limestone 

44.7a 

TOTAL 

34 

Artllacts 

Site  40  GB  41 

Raw  Material 

Weloht 

Length  Width  Thickness 

Cor  Tienlarv 

Historic  Artifacts 

2 

Halted  Bifacea 

7 

Obtuse  Angle  Rake  Tool 

1 

White  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Rake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Inlenllonally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flaks  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Inlenllonally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

White  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Grey  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

Gray  cher; 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Gray  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Toot 

1 

Pink  (HI  )  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flaks  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Tan  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

White  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flaks  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

t 

Gray  chert 

Wear  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

BKace 

1 

Tan  chert 

Bilace 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Biface  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

Bilaca  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

Biface  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

BIface  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

Bllace  Fragment 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

Bilaca  Fragment 

1 

Gray  chert 

BIface  Fragment 

1 

Tan  chert 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

Sandstone 

{St  >  Appendix  1-4) 
(Sa  >  Appendix  1-2) 

14.6g 

13.7g 

3.5g 

6.2g 

3.9g 

3.6g 

l.lg 

0.3g 

:.4g 

^.1g 

6.4g 

3.5g 

1.6g 

2.1g 

1.1g 

0.6g 

O.Sg 

O.Sg 

0.4g 

0.2g 

0.6g 

O.Sg 

0.4g 

O.lg 

36.flg 

15  5g 

3.6g 

O.lg 

I.Og 

43.2g  57mni  36mm  29mm 

23. 6g  73mm  34mm  11mm 

9.0g 

2.39 

0.7g 

1.3g 

0.3g 

O.Sg 

2.9g 

75.2g 


\ 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INV&TrORY 


Site  40GB41  (Continued) 

'Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenalh  Width  Thickness 

Commentary 

Hammarstone  Fragment 

1 

White  chert 

47.6g 

Hammerstone  Fragment 

1 

White  chert 

10.4g 

Abrader 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

104.0g 

Abrader  (?)  Fragment 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

21 .8g 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

WhHe  chert 

47.7g 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

Tan/Qray  Banded  chert 

35.1g 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

Tan  chert 

13.7g 

Core  (Exhausted) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

14.0g 

Ceramics 

10 

80.4e 

(See  Appendix  3) 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

40 

(2  Orthoquartzite) 

(13  Qray  chert) 

(17  Pink  (HT)  chert) 
(8  Tan  chert) 

52.2g 

Unspedallzed  Rakes 

6 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

60.7g 

(3  Primary,  2  Secondary,  1 1nterior) 

(4  Tan  chert) 

Flake  Fragments 

32 

(6  Gray  chert) 

52.3g 

(1  Primary,  2  Secondary, 

(11  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

20  Interior) 

(10  Tan  chert) 

(3  White  chert) 

Shatter 

11 

(4  Gray  chert) 

71.1g 

(2  Primary,  0  Interior) 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(2  Tan  chert) 

(1  White  chert) 

(1  Quartz) 

(1  Orthoquartzite) 

Clay  lumps 

11 

12.6g 

Bone  Fragments  (4  Burnt) 

17 

16.6g 

Shell  Fragments  (Dyeier??"^ 

S 

3.7g 

Charcoal 

1 

0.2g 

Chunks 

26 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

271. Sg 

Cracked  Rock 

20 

212.00 

•lOTAL 

244 

Artllacts 

Site  40  QB  41  Shovel  Test  1  Artifacts 

Raw  Material 

Wekjht 

Lenolh  Width  Thickness 

Commentary 

Ceramics 

2 

2.1g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Clay  lumps 

16 

11. 7g 

(See  Appendix  1-3) 

Shell 

1 

0.2g 

Bone  Fragments 

22 

4.1g 

Thinning  Flakes  (Interior) 

3 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

(1  Gray  chert) 

(1  Tan  chert) 

O.Og 

Flake  Fragments  (Interior) 

2 

(1  Gray  chert) 

(1  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

0.4g 

Shatter  (1  Secondary,  4  Interior) 

5 

(3  Gray  chert) 

(2  Pink  (HT)  chert) 

6.0g 

TOTAL 

51 

Artifacts 

laelated  Find  1  Raw  Material  Wclqhl  Lanqlh  Width  Thicimegs  Commanlary 


Shatter  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.2a 

TOTAL 

1 

Artllacts 

Isolated  Rnd  2 

Raw  Material 

Weioht 

Lenolh  Width  Thickness  Commentary 

Historic  Artifacts 

12 

(Sea  Aooendix  1-4) 

TOTAL  1 2  Artifacts 
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TOTAL  ARTIFACT  INVeslTORY 

Isolated  Find  3 

Raw  Malerlal 

Weioht 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Intentionally  Retouched  Flake  Tool 

1 

O.Sg 

Chunk 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

12.1g 

Manuport  (Unmodified  Cobble) 

1 

Tan  chert 

4.9g 

Thinning  Flake  (Interior) 

1 

Pink  (HT)  chert 

0.4g 

Flake  FraqmenI  (Interior) 

1 

Gray  chert 

0.4q 

TOT/y. 

5 

Artifacts 

Isolated  Rnd  4 

Raw  Material 

Welaht 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Nutling/Hammerstone 

1 

Ferruginous  Sandstone 

3S4.0g 

90mffl 

61mm 

43mm 

Figure  24m 

Hammerstone 

1 

Sandstone 

193.1c 

67mm 

SFmm 

41mm 

TOTAL 

2 

Artifacts 

Isolated  Find  5 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Flake  FraamenI  (Secondary) 

1 

Tan  chert 

36. 1q 

TOTAL 

1 

Artifacts 

Isolaled  Find  6 

Raw  Material 

Weight 

Length 

Width 

Thickness 

Commentary 

Hlsloric  Artllacis 

6 

(See  Appendix  1-4) 

Core 

1 

Tan  chert 

45m.'n 

32mm 

19mm 

TOTAL 

7 

Artifacts 
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OBKDN  RIVER  SURVEY  PREHISTORIC  CERAMIC  ARTIFACTS 


Site  1  Description  _  Commentary 


1  Fabric  impressed  grog  tempered  sherd 

1  Unidentified  qroq  tempered  sherd 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts 

Site  4 

Description 

Commentary 

Artifact  #12 

1  Unidentified  (cross  cord  marked?)  qroq  tempered  sherd 

Flqure  236 

TOTAL 

1  Sherd 

Site  4 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
10-20  cm 

1  Unidentified  clay  lump  (0  9  qrams) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact  (?) 

Site  5A 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Unidentifiable  qroq  tempered  sherd  fverv  fine  qroq  <0.2mm) 

j  TOTAL 

1  Artifact 

1  Site  6 

Description 

Commentary 

2  Unldentifable  grog  tempered  sherds  (cord  marked?) 

1  Cord  marked,  qroq  tempered  sherds  fParallel  cords  ca.  3  mm  diameterl 

TOTAL 

3  Artifacts 

1  Site  7 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Cane  punctated  baked  clay  object  fragment  (17.7g) 

1  Possible  baked  clay  object  fragment 

Figure  23p 

1  Unidentifiable  grog  tempered  sherd 

1  Plain  grog  tempered  sherd 

1  Possible  check  or  punctated  qroq  tempered  sherd 

Figure  23q 

TOTAL 

5  Artifacts 

Site  e 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Unldentifable  qroq  tempered  sherd  (brushed?)  w/medium  qroq  >0.5  mm 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact 

Site  10 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 

Level  1 

1  Unidentifiable  grog  tempered  sherd 

(0  -  10  cm) 

1  Fabric  Marked  grog  tempered  sherd  (medium  grog  >0.2  mm  w/fine  sand) 

2  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  (0.4q) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

4  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  10 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 

Level  2 

(10  -  20  cm) 

3  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  f0.4q) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

3  Artifacts  (?) 
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Site  10 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  3 
(20  -  30  cm) 

2  Unidentifiable  clay  lumos  (O.da) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  10 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  1 

1  Cord  marked  grog  tempered  sherd  (par.  cord  ca.  2  mm  diameter) 

2  Unidentifiable  clay  lumos  fO.Oo) 

Figure  23n 
Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  11 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

1  Unidentified  area  temoered  sherd 

TOTAL 

1  Sherd 

Site  12 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

24  Baked  day  object  fragments 

6  w/cane  punctations 

10  Unidentifiable  grog  tempered  sherds 

1  Cord  marked  grog  tempered  sherd  (parallel  cord  impressions  ca.  2  mm  dia.) 
3  Plain  grog  tampered  sherds 

1  Plain  grog  tempered  sherd  w/extensK/e  fine  sand 

2  Fabric  marked  grog  tempered  sherds 

1  Possible  punctated  grog  tempered  sherd _ 


TOTAL 

42  Artifacts 

Site  13 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

1  Plain  grog  tempered  sherd  (med  grog  >  2  mm) 

1  Irreoular  check  or  dentate  stamoed.  qroq  temoered  sherd  (med,  qroq  >  2  mm) 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts 

Site  14 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  1 

1  Unidentifiablo  clay  lumo  (0.3a) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

1  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  2 

1  Unidentifiable  grog  tempered  sherd  w/extensive  fine  sand 

1  Plain  grog  tempered  sherd  (medium  grog  >0.2  mm  w/extenshre  line  sand) 

2  Unidentifiable  clay  lumps  (0.4g) 

1  Possible  clay  ball  fraoment  (2.0a) 

Non-cultural 

TOTAL 

4  Artifacts 

Site  14 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  3 

3  Unidentifiable  grog  tempered  sherds  (med.  grog  >2  mm) 

1  Plain  grog  tempered  sherd  (medium  grog  >0.2  mm  w/  line  sand-grit) 

3  Unidentifiable  clay  lumos  (1.3a) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

7  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  4 

2  Unidentifiable  clay  lumos  (0.7a) 

Non-cultural? 

O  JON  RIVER  SURVEY  PREHISTORIC  CERAMIC  ARTIFACTS 


TOTAL 

2  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  1 
(0-10  cm) 

1  Possible  baked  clay  object  fragment  (7.2g) 

13  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  (7.6a) 

Undecoratad 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

1 4  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  2 
(10  -  20  cm) 

9  Unidentifiable  clay  lumps  (11,8a) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

11  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  3 
(20  -  30  cm) 

8  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  (6.2a) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

8  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  4 
(30  -  40  cm) 

4  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  (6.9a) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

4  Artifacts  (?) 

Site  14 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
Level  5 
(40  -  50  cm) 

1  Unidentifiable  clav  lumps  (O.So) 

Non-cultural? 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact  (?) 

Site  40VVK9 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Unidentifiable  clav  lump,  medium  aroa  tempered  (2.1a) 

Clay  oblect  fraament? 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact  (7) 

Site  40WK10 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Cord  marked  fine  grog  (<2  mm)  sherd  (par.  cord  Impresions  ca.  4  mm  dia.) 

1  Cord  marked  fine  grog  (<2  mm)  sherd  (aoss  cord  impresions  ca.  4mm  dia.) 
3  Cord  marked  (?)  fine  grog  (<2  mm)  tempered  sherds 

2  Plain  med.  grog  (>2  mm)  tempered  sherds 

1  Plain  fine  grog(<2  mm)  tempered  sherd 

5  Fabric  marked  coarse  (>2  mm)  grog  tempered  sherd 

17  Unidentiable  grog  ’empered  sherds,  4  w/extensive  fine  sand 

3  Unidentifiable  day  lumps,  medium  aroa  tempered  (8.3a) 

Figure  23s 

(Indistinct) 

Clay  obiect  fraas? 

TOTAL 

33  Artifacts 

Site  40WK10A 

Description 

Commentary 

2  Unidentifiable  aroa  tempered  sherds 

(one  cord  marked?) 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts  (?) 

\ 
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site  40GB41 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

2  Cord  marked  med.  grog  (>2  mm)  sherds  (par.  cord  impr.  ca.  4  mm  dia.) 

1  Cord  marked  med.  grog  (>2  mm)  sherd  (cross  cord  Impr.  ca.  2  mm  dIa.) 

1  Fabric  marked  med.  grog  (>2  mm)  sherds,  rigid  warp 

6  Plain  med.  grog  (>2  mm)  tempered  sherds 

4  Fabric  marked  med.  (>2  mm)  grog  w/fine  sand  tempered  sherds,  rigid  warp 

5  Unidentiable  grog  tempered  sherds 

10  Baked  clay  object  fragments,  1  w/cane  punctations 

1  Unidentifiable  clav  lumo.  possible  daub  fragment 

Figure  23r,t 

Furrs  cord  marked? 
Figure  23u 

“Tshmingo"? 

Figure  24k 

TOTAL 

30  Artiiacts 

Site  40GB41 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

Shovel  Test  t 

5  Unidentifiable  clay  lumps  (2.3g) 

2  Unidentifiable  qroo  temoered  sherds 

TOTAL 

7  Artifacts  (?) 
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Site  2 

Description 

Commeiitarv 

1  Unidentified  iron  fragment 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact 

Site  5 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Flat  iron  (possible  pot  (ragment?) 

1  Clear  glass  cosmetic  bottle  fragment 
1  Undecorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd 

1  White-bodied  ironstone  sherd  w/faint  beaded  molding  on  rim 

2  Albany  slip  buff-colored  earthenware  sherds _ 


TOTAL 

6  Artifacts 

Site  5A 

Description 

Commentary 

2  Clear  class  bottle  fragments 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts 

Site  7 

Description 

Commentary 

1  Unglazed  porcelain  figurine  or  doll  fragment 

1  Undecorated  white-bodled  ironstone  sherd 

2  Stoneware  sherds  w/blue  slip  on  exterior  rim  and  white  slip  interior 

1  Iron  lock  fragment 

4  Aqua  glass  bottle  fragments 

1  Aqua  glass  Jar  fragment 

1  Clear  glass  bottle  fragment 

1  Amber  glass  bottle  fragment 

1  Brown  glass  bottle  fragment 

2  Milk  glass  canning  jar  closures 

1  White-bodied  Ironstone  sherd  with  flow-blue  (Revival)  decoration 

7  Undecorated  white  Ironstone  sherds 

1  Panal  molded  undecorated  white-bodied  ironstone  sherd 

1  Plain  hard  paste  porcelain  sherd 

5  Albany  slip  glazed  buff  colored  earthenware  sherds 

1  Albany  slip  glazed  stoneware  sherd 

1  Gray  salt  glazed  stoneware  sherd  w/buff  Interior 

Figure  23v 

1  Unglazed  porcelain  doll  left  arm 

1  Clear  press  glass  tableware  sherd 

Figure  23z 

TOTAL 

34  Artifacts 

Site  10 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 

0-10  cm 

1  Shotgun  shell  (‘Western  No,  12  Field”) 

1  Wire  nail  fragment 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts 

Site  10 

Description 

Commentary 

Test  Unit  1 
10-20  cm 

1  Wire  nail  fragment 

TOTAL 

1  Artifact 
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Description 


Commenta 


1  Glass  marbla 
1  Stoneware  churn  top 
10  Burned  ceramic  fragments 
3  Milk  glass  canning  jar  sealers 
3  Milk  glass  table  vessel  fragments 
1  Milk  glass  cosmetic  jar  fragment 
3  Undecorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherds 

1  Undecorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd  w/green  transfer  makers  mark 
6  Burned  glass  fragments 
1  Clear  glass  machine  made  bottle  neck 
S  Clear  glass  bottle  glass  fragments 
1  Aqua/green  canning  Jar  fragment 
1  Aqua/green  bottle  fragment 

1  Hard  paste  porcelain  sherd,  hand  painted  w/luster  wash 
1  Albany  slip  glazed  buff  colored  earthenware  sherd 
1  Porcelain  house  electric  Insulator 
1  Coal  fragment 
1  Rubber  fragment 
1  State  '.agment 
1  Large  Iron  bolt  fragment 
3  Unidentified  Iron  fragments 
1  Brick  fragment 


48  Artifacts 


Site  12 


Description 


Commenta 


2  Undecorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherds 
1  Undeeorated  blue-bodied  Ironstone  sherd 
1  Burned  glass  fragment 
1  Clear  glass  bottle  glass  fragment 
1  Uqht  green  crown  glass  fragment 


6  Artifacts 


Description 


Commenta 


2  Undeeorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherds 

1  Undeeorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherd  w/maker's  mark  (‘Johnson*) 
1  Burned  glass  fragment 
1  dear  glass  tumbler  glass  fragment 

1  Lavender  ornamental  glass  fragment 

2  Aqua/green  canning  iar  fragments  (Mason  lars) 


8  Artifacts 


its  40WK10A  Description 


Commenta 


1  Cobalt  blue  glass  fragment 


1  Artifact 


Site  40VI/K1 1  Description 


Commenta 


2  Undeeorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherds 

1  Amathyst-colored  glass  bottle  glass  fragment 

3  Albany  slip  on  butt-eotered  earthernware  sherds 
6  Artifacts 
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Site  40WK14  Description 


Commentary 


1  Bone  lice  comb  fragment 

2  Green  aown  window  glass 
1  Burned  glass  fragments 

1  Cobalt  blue  glass  bottle  fragment 

2  Milk  glass  canning  jar  do  .uros 

2  Light  green  bottle  glass  fragments 
12  Undecorated  white-bodied  ironstone  sherds 
1  Undecorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd  w/possible  makers  mark 
1  Hard  paste  porcelain  hand  painted  or  decal  sherd,  probably  Japanese 
1  Unglazed  porcelain  figurine  fragment 
1  Decal  decorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd 
1  Salt  glazed  stoneware  churn  lid  fragment 
1  Unidentified  iron  fragment 
1  Green  transfer  print  sherd  (late'’) 

1  Black/gray  transfer  print  (lateV) 

1  Blue  transfer  print  (late?) 

1 


Figure  23w 


I? 

i 


TOTAL 

31  Artifacts 

Site  40GB41 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

1  Burned  glass  fragment 

1  Clear  class  bottle  fraqment 

TOTAL 

2  Artifacts 

Isolated  Find  2 

Descrlotlon 

Commentary 

1  Aqua/green  bottle  glass  sherd 

1  Green  aown  window  glass 

1  Burned  glass  fragment 

1  Clear  molded  glass  bottle  fragment 

1  Depression  glass  table  ware  fragment  (?) 

1  Undecorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd 

1  Decal  decorated  white-bodied  Ironstone  sherd 

2  Albany  slip  glazed  buff  colored  earthenware 

1  Unglazed  tile/pipe  fragment 

1  Molded  Depression  table  glass  fragment 

1  Decal  decorated  white-bodled  Ironstone  sherd 

Figure  23x 

Figure  23bb 

Figure  23y 

Flours  23aa 

TOTAL 

12  Artifacts 

Isolated  Find  6 

Descriotion 

Commentary 

1  Possible  stoneware  sherd  w/blue  slip  exterior  &  white  slip  interior 

4  brick  fraaments  (machine  cut?) 

TOTAL 

S  Artifacts 

m 


m 


m 
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APPENDIX  II 

PROJECT  CORRESPONDENCE 


16  December  1986 

Clinton  Hopkins,  Memphis  COE 

Notified  us  of 
contract  award 

22  December  1986 

Dr.  John  Foss,  Knoxville,  Tennessee 

Wrote  him  about 
the  start  of  work 

22  December  1986 

Mr.  Nick  Fielder,  Tennessee  State 
Archaeologist,  Nashville 

Called  to  set  up 
appointment 

22  December  1986 

Dr.  Gerald  Smith.  Memphis  State 

Wrote  asking  about 
his  work  in  area 

! 

22  December  1986 

Dr.  R.  Barry  Lewis.  University  of 
Illinois.  Urbana-Champagne 

Wrote  asking  about 
his  work  In  area 

22  December  1986 

Dr.  Robert  Mainfort,  Pinson  Mounds 

Wrote  asking  about 
his  work  in  area 

23  December  1986 

Mr.  Nick  Fielder,  Ms  Patti  Coates, 
Tennessee  Division  of  Archaeology 

Visited  their  office, 
examined  files 

3  January  1987 

Mr.  Douglas  Prescott,  Memphis  COE 

Mailed  monthy 
progress  report 

3  February  1987 

Mr.  Douglas  Prescott.  Memphis  COE 

Mailed  monthy 
progress  report. 
Management 
Summary 

10  March  1987 

Dr.  Robert  Mainfort,  Pinson  Mounds 

Sent  us  a  copy  of 
Dye's  Mud  Creek 
Report 

11  March  1987 

Mr.  Nick  Fielder.  Tennessee  State 
Archaeologist,  Nashville 

Called  to  ask  about 
about  site  numbers. 

12  March  1987 

Mr.  Douglas  Prescott,  Memphis  COE 

Called  him  about 
submission  of  draft; 
mailed  monthly 
progress  report. 
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Figure  A-III.l 

Survey  Conditions,  Sidonia  Tract,  North  End. 
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Obion  River  Survey  Project 


Figure  A-III.3 

Survey  Conditions,  Sidonia  Tract,  South  End. 


Obion  River  Survey  Project 


Conditions,  Sharon  Tract  /"tcnnessee^ 

Fork  Obion  River) 

1  areas  shovel  tested  except  where  noted)  Obion  River  Survey  Project 
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PROJECT  PERSONNEL 


Mr.  David  G.  Anderson 

Mr.  David  G.  Anderson,  project  Principal  Investigator  and  Field  Director  had 
responsibility  for  all  aspects  of  the  Obion  River  Survey  Project  investigations,  Mr. 
Anderson  has  had  over  15  years  of  experience  in  Southeastern  Archaeology,  and  is 
the  author  of  approximately  75  technical  papers  and  monographs.  His  educational 
achievements  include  a  BA  in  Anthropology  from  Case  Western  University  (1972) 
and  an  MA  in  Anthropology  from  the  University  of  Arkansas  (1979).  Mr.  /mderson 
is  currently  a  doctoral  candidate  in  Anthropology  at  the  University  of  Michigan;  his 
dissertation  research  is  focused  on  the  evolution  of  Mississippian  society  in  the 
Southeastern  woodlands. 


Dr.  John  Foss 

Dr.  John  Foss  served  as  geomorphologist  and  soil  scientist  on  the  Obion  River 
Survey  Project.  Dr.  Foss  is  a  fulll  professor  and  head  of  the  Department  of  Plant  and 
Soil  Science  at  the  University  of  Tennessee,  Knoxville,  Tennessee.  The  author  of 
over  200  papers  and  monographs.  Dr.  Foss  has  worked  on  a  number  of  projects 
integrating  archaeology  and  soil  science. 


Mr.  Patrick  H.  Garrow 

Mr.  Garrow,  Executive  Vice  President  and  Chief  Archaeologist  of  Garrow  & 
Associates,  served  as  Senior  Technical  Advisor  on  the  Obion  River  project.  In  this 
capacity  he  reviewed  the  management  summary  and  both  the  Draft  of  Final  and 
Final  Report  before  their  submittal,  Mr.  Garrow  has  conducted  archaeological 
research  throughout  the  Southeast  over  the  past  21  years.  Mr.  Garrow  has  earned 
both  a  BA  (1966)  and  an  MA  (1968)  in  Anthropology  from  the  University  of  Georgia, 
His  career  in  cultural  resource  management  spans  10  years,  during  which  time  he 
supervised  over  350  projects. 


Mr.  Michael  GrifSn,  Ms.  Kathy  Mulchrone,  Mr.  Joel  Jones 

Mr.  Griffin  served  as  Senior  Field  Technician  on  the  Obion  River  project,  assisting 
Anderson  in  the  direction  of  the  fieldwork  on  a  day-to-day  basis.  Mr  Griffin,  who 
has  a  BA  in  Anthropology  from  Washington  University,  has  amassed  extensive 
field  experience  in  the  Southeast  over  the  past  15  years.  He  has  worked  in  Missouri, 
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Arkansas,  Illinois,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  South 
Carolina.  Mr.  Griffin  was  asisted  by  Mr.  Joel  Jones  and  Ms.  Kathy  Mulchrone, 
Field  Technicians  on  the  Obion  River  Survey  Project. 


Ms.  Julie  Barnes,  Mr.  Vince  Macek 

Ms.  Julie  Barnes  prepared  the  project  graphics,  Ms,  Barnes  has  an  MA  in 
Anthropology  from  the  University  of  Nevada,  Las  Vegas,  and  has  worked  as  both  a 
graphics  artist  and  field  supervisor  for  Garrow  &  Associates,  Inc.  for 
approximately  one  year,  Mr.  Macek,  who  was  responsible  for  graphics  coordination 
on  the  Obion  River  Survey  Project,  received  his  formal  training  at  Michigan  State 
University  (BA  in  Industrial  Design  1976),  and  he  has  worked  as  an  archaeological 
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